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STATEMENT 



Detach and Return This Stub With Remittance. 
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ALL CLAIMS AND RETURNED GOODS 
MUST RE ACCOMPANIED BY THIS BILL. 
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ALL CLAIMS AND RETURNED GOODS 
MUST BE ACCOMPANIED BY THIS BILL. 
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DATE 
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ALL CLAIMS AND RETURNED GOODS 
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Art Usner Jr. - 
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ADDRESS • 

3102 Monroe N. E. • • ■ 
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Reprinted from Beatways Magazine September 1974 

the body. This means that although 



This strange word, pronounced 
"keelation” could hold the key to 
the basic treatment of some of 
mankind’s greatest killer diseases, 
those of the cardiovascular system. 
These diseases, all characterized by 
the same basic abnormality — that 
is, narrowing and closing off of 
blood vessels — can affect every 
organ of the body. Everyone is 
familiar with the clinical picture of 
coronary or heart attacks and 
strokes or brain clots and hemor¬ 
rhages but many other diseases 
such as diabetes, thyroid and ad¬ 
renal disturbances, digestive prob¬ 
lems, senility, emphysema, ar¬ 
thritis, multiple sclerosis, etc. may 
also be caused, at least in part, by 
interference with the proper deliv¬ 
ery of blood to vital structures. 
Every cell and tissue of the body ib 
totally dependant on the blood cir¬ 
culation to bring the essentia! nut¬ 
rients to it and take away the toxic 
products of metabolism. Any pro¬ 
cess that interferes with this con¬ 
stant flow, will upset the delicate 
balance in the cell, change its abil¬ 
ity to function properly and allow it 
to fall prey to toxic and hostile ele¬ 
ments in the environment of that 
cell or tissue and eventually may 
result in disease. 

Fortunately for mankind, the cir¬ 
culatory system has a built-in 
safety mechanism to withstand a 
certain amount of obstruction. The 
flow through the average blood ves¬ 
sel is far greater than the organ it 
supplies really needs. In fact, it isn’t 
until the diameter of the vessel is 
reduced to over 50 percent of nor¬ 
mal that significant change can be 
noted in the tissue supplied and 
even up to 70 percent reduction in 
flow iB tolerated by the body 
reasonably well. 

This great margin of tolerance is 
what permits young people to func¬ 
tion without symptoms of clinical 
disease even though the process of 
arteriosclerosis, which starts in 
early childhood, has already pro¬ 
duced measurable narrowing of ar¬ 
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teries. Certain genetic factors as 
well as nutritional defects, en¬ 
vironmental poisons, stress factors, 
air pollutants, etc. may accelerate 
the process so much so, that it is no 
longer unusual to see patients in 
their forties "suddenly” struck 
down in their "prime of life” by a 
coronary attack or stroke. 

All too often physicians have 
reassured such people, shortly be¬ 
fore the catastrophe, that they are 
in the best of health. Anyone who 
assumes that a person is in excel¬ 
lent health in this day and age on 
the basis of a few normal testa iB 
being dreadfully naive. 

No one develops a coronary at¬ 
tack or stroke or peripheral vascu¬ 
lar thrombosis or clot without' a 
background of Blow, insidious dis¬ 
ease of the vessels. Until this fact is 
universally recognized, medicine 
will not advance beyond the cook¬ 
book style of symptom therapy. The 
great advance in preventive 
medicine lies in clearing the ar¬ 
teries of the deposits which close 
them before the symptoms or attack 
which makes the disorder obvious 
to everybody. This is where chela¬ 
tion therapy has its greatest future. 

What is chelation and how does it 
work? 

The word comes from the Greek 
"chele” meaning "claw” (as a crab or 
lobster’s). It refers to the way cer¬ 
tain chemicals and body proteins 
can bind metal molecules, The 
usual metal has several positive 
electrical charges on it (two, three 
or more). The chelating substance 
has extra electrons or negative 
charges which can combine with 
the positive ones of the metal and 
. hold it fast in a pincers-like grip (as 
in a claw). This combination or 
"chelate” has entirely different 
properties than the metal alone or 
the chelating material alone. The 
binding of the metal is very sensi¬ 
tive to changes in temperature, 
acidity, concentrations of metal and 
chelating substance, presence of 
other metals Bnd other chemicals in 


the metal is tightly held, a change 
in the above conditions can result in 
release of the metal and an ex¬ 
change for another one or binding of 
more or less of the same metal. In 
this way, chelators naturally pres¬ 
ent in the body can pick up metala 
from one location, transport them to 
another and readily release them 
when the IocbI tissue factors 
change. 

Iron and zinc are two important 
metals present in the body and their 
transportation and migration in 
and out of the cells are handled by 
the chelation process. The iron in 
hemoglobin, which is the pigment 
present in the red blood cells and is 
the oxygen carrier, is an example of 
a chelated metal. In the plant 
world, chlorophyll., the'green pig¬ 
ment that converts carbon dioxide 
and water into starch is a chelate of 
magnesium. 

All very interesting but how does 
this relate to arterial disease? 

Let’s go back to what we said 
about electrical charges. Any ele¬ 
ment which has two or more posi¬ 
tive electrical charges can be consi¬ 
dered a metal for the purposes we 
are discussing. Calcium, usually 
thought of as a mineral, has two 
positive charges in its ionic form. 
This makes it capable of being che¬ 
lated and this is exactly what hap¬ 
pens. Add the proper chelating 
agent and calcium gets bound 
tightly by it and can be excreted 
from the body through the kidneys 
as rapidly as you wish depending on 
how much and how fast you pour in 
the chelating agent. 

Want to get rid of lead, mercury, 
cadmium, etc ? Same process. 

Naturally, the amount of chelat¬ 
ing agent and rate it is given must 
all be carefully controlled to avoid 
reactions and too rapid a reduction 
of blood calcium. 

Well, you might ask, isn’t cal¬ 
cium needed in the blood and in the 
teeth and bones? 

Absolutely right! But the calcium 
in the body exists in several forms. 
In the teeth and bones, it is bound 
firmly to protein and other 
molecules and iB not easily re¬ 
moved. In the blood it is present, 
also bound to proteins and in addi¬ 
tion in an ionized form, that is, 
where the electrical charges are 
free to combine with other negative 
charges very easily. The level of 
ionized calcium is very carefully 










controlled by certain glands in the 
body within narrow limits. If it var¬ 
ies beyond this narrow range, se¬ 
vere symptoms ande’vcn death may 
occur. As calcium is removed from 
theblood by chelation, it will be pul¬ 
led out of other areas to keep the 
blood level constant. The most read¬ 
ily available areas to supply this 
need are those where calcium has 
been deposited abnormally and 
where it is loosely bound. These 
sites are the inner walls of the blood 
vessels, around tendons, joints, lig¬ 
aments, the skin, kidneys, pancreas 
and others. Thus abnormal calcium 
deposits or calcifications can be 
gradually reduced over a period of 
time because of these unique prop¬ 
erties of chelating suhstances. 

Naturally calcium is noj..the only 
material that is present in the lin¬ 
ing of the blood vessels in the dis¬ 
ease of atherosclerosis — but it 
does act as a cement— like binder 
and when it is chelated out, the re¬ 
maining material containing fatty 
substances and blood elements be¬ 
comes mushier and can be better 
absorbed or removed by the cleans¬ 
ing action of the blood. The lumen 
or open portion of the blood vessel, 
then, is larger and more blood can 
flow through it. Even an extremely 
small increase in the diameter of 
this lumen will increase the flow 
through it by a much greater prop¬ 
ortion. Thus an increase in one mil¬ 
limeter in diameter of the lumen 
will permit a four-fold increase in 
flow and it is the flow to the organs 
and cells that is the vital factor. 

We can now 9ee that by copying 
Nature’s technique of handling 
metals, an extremely valuable 
method has been devised to coun¬ 
teract directly the harmful effects of 
calcium deposits in the circulatory 
system. When combined with a 
proper nutritional program of live 
balanced foods and use of vitamin 
and supplement forms in the proper 
amount that will provide necessary 
stress-combating factors, we may 
begin to reverse the epidemic trend 
that cardiovascular disease has fol¬ 
lowed. 

In our experience with over 7000 
chelation treatments, the results in 
some cases have been almost 
miraculous. In almost all cases it 
has produced marked improvement 
in circulatory function. 

Chelation treatment has been 
used successfully in such diverse 
diseases as heavy metal poisoning 


(lead, mercury:, atherosclerosis, 
atheromatous deposits, myocardial 
and coronary insufficiency, cere¬ 
bral arteriosclerosis, rheumatoid 
arthritis, hypertrophic arthritis, 
calcific tendonitis, multiple 
sclerosis, cataracts, heart valve cal¬ 
cification, calcific bursitis, hyper¬ 
tension, scleroderma, digitalis in¬ 
toxication, calcinosis, arteriosc¬ 
lerosis obliterans, peripheral vas¬ 
cular insufficiency, intermittent 
claudication, aortic calcinosis, 
cerebral ischemia, diabetic re¬ 
tinopathy, emphysema, Parkin¬ 
sonism, leg ulcers and snake bites. 

Practically every enzyme in the 
body has some small amount of 
metal involved in its chemical 
structure. The metal is hound in 
chelated form. Without the trace 
metal, the enzyme is inactive. We 
see then that chelation is a process 
vital to our proper function and 
survival. Remember that we said 
that the binding is subject to 
changes in the cellular environ¬ 
ment. If the conditions are not ex¬ 
actly right, the metal will not bind 
correctly or at all and the enzyme 
may again be inactivated. 

In a similar way, excess amounts 
of other metals, perhaps more ac¬ 
tive chemically than the correct 
one, may replace the normal one in 
the protein structure and block the 
proper action of the enzyme. This is 
how excess lead, mercury, arsenic 
and other environmental poisons 
may cause damage to vital struc¬ 
tures by blocking normal enzyme 
action. They work over a long 
period of time and the damage they 
cause may be mistakenly attri¬ 
buted to virus infection, senile de¬ 
generation, neurotic or psychotic 
illness, hardening of the arteries 
and others. These chemicals can 
lower tissue resistance and actually 
increase susceptibility to infection 
with bacteria and viruses and ac¬ 
celerate the aging process. Recogni¬ 
tion of the wide variety of symptoms 
and disease states initiated by in¬ 
toxication with heavy metals is es¬ 
sential if the proper treatment is to 
be used in time before the condi¬ 
tions become irreversible. 

The potential long term effects of 
lead exposure are just beginning to 
be realized when it is appreciated 
that children are getting huge 
quantities into their bodies by just 
playing in dirt or dust that is 
constantly exposed to the fallout 
from smog or winds carrying 


exhaust fumes from the nation's 
highways and freeways. It may 
eventually be necessary for 
survival for our next generation to 
require periodic chelatfon 
treatment to de-lead their bodies. 
The absorption of lead and the 
deposition of calcium in abnor¬ 
mal locations are continuous 
throughout life so that true 
preventive therapy should involve 
chelating them out at regular 
intervals to prevent too great a 
build up in the arteries and other 
tissues. 

Now that you can see what a val¬ 
uable addition chelation can be to a 
comprehensive program of preven¬ 
tive medicine, you probably wonder 
why so few people (especially physi¬ 
cians) have never even heard of it. 
One reason is that there is no mill¬ 
ion dollar campaign going to adver¬ 
tise it to the medical profession. The 
chelating material cannot be 
patented (it has been available too 
long) so no one can make much pro¬ 
fit on producing it. Unfortunately, 
in our society great ideas often lay 
dormant if there is no promotional 
push to let everyone know about it. 
Only the pharmaceutical com¬ 
panies and the government can af¬ 
ford to spend the millions of dollars 
necessary to bring it to the atten¬ 
tion of the medical profession and 
support the tremendous amount of 
research needed to market a drug 
for a specific purpose. 

The good news is that there are 
many studies going on at present ir; 
clinics and universities to find out 
more about how these amazing 
chelating materials work both in¬ 
side the body and out. More and 
more physicians are turning to 
them to help victims of vascular 
disease primarily because there is 
so little else to offer these people. 
Surgery '3 proving useful only as an 
emergency stopgap measure be¬ 
cause the disease itself continues 
on. Diet is only part of the answer 
and even exercise, cutting out 
smoking and all the drugs on the 
market now don’t seem to do much 
to discourage the deposits from 
forming in the vital organs. 

Chelation seems to offer a new 
direction for hope since it influences 
the basic pathology' taking place. 
Let’s hope it gets the serious atten¬ 
tion it merits — for our own 
sake — and for the sake of those 
who may need it desperately — our 
children! o 
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The Honorable Eldon Mahon, Judge 
Federal District Court 
10th & Lamar Streets 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

RE: James Haas vs. U.S.A. ; Cause No. CA4-77-213 
Dear Judge Mahon: 

I have heretofore sent to you a copy of Judge Bohanon's order 
and opinion in the Class Action Suit involving Laetrile. 

1 also direct the Court's attention to the decision dated Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1977, of the Court of Appeal, 4th District, Division 1 of 
California in the case of People vs. Privitera, 141 Cal. Rptr. 764. 
1 enclose a copy of that Privitera opinion for the information of this 
court. 


These two cases, Rutherford vs. U.S.A. , and People vs. Pri- 
Vitera, amply sustain the proposition that neither the Food and Drug 
Administration nor the State of California may prohibit the use of 
Amydalin in the treatment of cancer without showing a compelling 
public reason for such prohibition. Both cases hold that there has 
been no showing of a compelling state interest in banning Amygdalin 
or Laetrile. 
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Enclosure 

cc: Mr. William Johnson 

Assistant U. S. Attorney 



Mr. Paul Reagan 
Mr. Jim Haas 




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT-COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 



'J77: 


FORT WORTH DIVISION 






UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
VS. 

an ARTICLE of drug 

25,000 White Amygdalin 
Capsules 


X 

x CIVIL ACTION NO. CA 4-77-213 
X CIVIL ACTION.NO. CA 4-77-251 

X ^CONSOLIDATED) 

I 

X 


ORDER 


United States v. Amygdalin Capsules . CA 4-77-251 was 
filed in this Court on September 13, 1977. Haas v. United States . 
CA 4-77-213 was filed August 2, 1977. These cases involve 
identical questions of law and fact. 

It is, therefore, ORDERED that these two cases be 
consolidated. F.R.C.P 42(a). The'parties and attorneys are 
.directed to make all future filings in these cases under the 
heading Jame s Haas v. United States , CA 4-77-213. 

It is further ORDERED that all discovery is to be 
completed on or before the 21st day of August, 1978, and shall not 
be extended beyond that date, nor reopened, except by an order 
of the Court upon a showing of good cause. 

This cause is set for trial on the merits for the 
week of September 25, 1978, if non-jury for the week of 
October 2, 1978, with a pre-trial conference to be held at 
9:30 a.m. on the 12th day. of September, 1978. 

A Pre-trial Order is to be prepared jointly by 
counsel for presentation to the Court at the pre-trial conference 
coverying all matters included in the instructions relative to 
pre-trial conferences in this Court. (A copy of these 
instructions may be obtained from the Clerk’s Office.) 

If no pre-trial conference is needed, counsel shall 
submit to the Court a properly executed Pre-trial Order prior 
to the date of the scheduled conference. ' 

Signed this ^ ^ day of December, 1977. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE NORTHERN DI 
FORT WORTH 

James Haas ) 

) 

va. ) 

) 

United States of America, ) 

Joseph A. Califano. Secretary ) 

of Health, Education, and Welfare, ) 
and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner ) 
of The Food and Drug Administration ) 

1 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

This is an action brought by plaintiff, Janes Haas, against the United 
States of America, Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration 
pursuant to his Motion to Return Property seized under a Search Warrant, 

The facts in this matter are as follows: 

Investigation by the Food and Drug Administration regarding the 
illegal distribution in interstate commerce of the widely touted cancer 
’Vonder" drug I-aetrile, also known as amygdalin or Vitamin B-17 disclosed 
that plaintiff is involved in the receipt, distribution and sale of Laetrile. 
Food and Drug investigation also revealed that plaintiff is involved in the 
illegal receipt, distribution and sale of at least two other drugs: (1) 
Pangamlc acid (Provitamin 11-15) , promoted for the treatment of pulmonary 
and cardiovascular disorders, hepatitis, liver cirrhosis and as a detoxlfier 
and transmithylating agent for cancer and, (2) VTobenzyra, promoted for the 
treatment of pulmonary disorders, bursitis and angina pectoris. 

Information regarding plaintiff's activities in the interstate 
distribution of these three drugs was set forth in the affidavit of 
Roman E. Longoria, Jr. , Compliance Officer in the Dallas District of the 
Food and Drug Administration. The affidavit was presented to the Honorable 
Bailey F. Rankin, Federal Magistrate on July 25, 1977 who concluded that 
probable cause existed for believing that plaintiff was violating several 
provisions of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (hereinafter the "Act"). 

A search warrant authorizing search of and seizure at plaintiff's residence 
was thereupon issued by the Federal Magistrate. 
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The U.S. Marshal assisted by several Food and Drug Administration 
inspectors accomplished the search of and seizure at Plaintiff's residence on the 
the same date without incident. All items seized during the course of the 
search were properly Inventoried and reported on the U.S, Marshal’s return. 

Plaintiff now Beeks return of the property for reasons discussed hereinafter. 
II 

s 

RELEVANT STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

Federal Pood, Drug, and Cosmetic Act [21 U.S.C. 301 et segTl 
Section 201 [21 U.S.C. 321 ] 

* * * 

(g)(1) The tern "drug" means (A) articles recognized 
In the official United States Pharmacopeia, official 
Homeopathic Pharmacopeia of the United States, or 

official National Formulary, or ar.y supplement to ' 

any of then; and (B) articles intended for use in the 

diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment, or prevention 

of disease in man or other animals; and (c) articles 

(other than food) intended to affect the structure or 

any function of the body of man or other animals; and 

(D) articles intended for use as a component of any 

articles specified in clause (A), (3), or (C); but does 

not include devices or their components, parts, or 

accessories. 

*** 

(p) The term "new drug" means — 

(1) Any drug ... the composition of which ia 

such that such drug is not generally recognized, . 

among experts qualified by scientific training 

and experience to evaluate the safety and effec- ' ■' 

tiveneas of drugs, as safe and effective for 1 

use under the conditions prescribed, recommended, 

or Suggested in the labeling thereof, ... 

Section 301 [21 U.S.C. 331] 

The following acts and the causing thereof are hereby 
prohibited: 

* * * 

i 

(d) The introduction or delivery for Introduction 
into interstate commerce of any article in violation 
of section ... 505. (21 U.S.C. 355). 

i 

Section 505 121 O.S.C. 355] 

-- | 

(a) Ko person shall introduce or deliver for intro- . 
duction into interstate commerce any new drug, unless 
an approval of an application filed pursuant to sub¬ 
section (b) is effective with respect to such drug. ! 

' 
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(b) Any per 3 cm cay file with the Secretary an 
application with respect to any drug subject to 
the provisions of subsection (a) -■• 

Section 702 F21 U.S.C. 372 ] 

(a) The Secretary is authorized to conduct examina¬ 
tions and investigations for the purposes of this 
Act through officers and employees of the Department 

or through any health, food, or drug officer or employee 
of any State, Territory, or political subdivision 
thereof, duly commissioned by the Secretary as an 
officer of the Department ... 

(b) Where a sample of food, drug, or cosmetic is col¬ 
lected for analysis under this Act the Secretary shall, 
upon request, provide a part of such official sample 
for examination or analysis by any person named on 

the label of the article, or the owner thereof, or his 
attorney or agent ... 

S ection 703 [21 U.S.C. 373 } 

For the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Act, 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce, and persons 
receiving food, drugs, devices, or cosmetics in inter¬ 
state commerce or holding such articles so received, 
shall, upon the request of on officer or employee 
duly designated by the Secretary, permit such officer 
or employee, at reasonable times, to have access to and 
to copy all records showing the movement in interstate 
commerce of any food, drug, device or cosmetic, or the 
holding thereof during or after such movement, and the 
quantity, shipper, and consignee thereof; and it shall 
be unlawful for any such carrier or person to fail to 
permit such access to and copying of any such record 
so requested when such request is accompanied by a 
statement in writing specifying the nature or kind of 
food, drug, device, or cosmetic to which such request 
relates ... 

Section 704 [21 U.S.C. 374] 

(a) For purposes of enforcement of this Act, officers or 
employees duly designated by the Secretary, upon pre¬ 
senting appropriate credentials and a written notice 
to the owner, operator, or agent in charge, are authorized 
(1) to enter, at reasonable tines, any factory, warehouse, 
or establishment in which food, drugs, devices, or. cos¬ 
metics are manufaetured, processed, packed, or held, for 
. introduction into interstate cotnoerce or after such in¬ 
troduction, or enter any vehicle, being used to transport 
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or hold such food, drugs, devices, or cosmetics in 
Interstate commerce; and (2) to inspect, at reasonable 
times and within reasonable limits and in a reasonable 
manner, such factory, warehouse, establishment, or 
vehicle and all pertinent equipment, finished and 
unfinished materials, containers, and labeling therein ... 





Ill 

argument. 

X 

(a) The FDA Inspections Here 

Authorized By Statute And , 

Did Not Constitute Unlawful ■ 

Searches And Seizures _ 

Plaintiff alleges that the seizure and detention of hia property was 
illegal and unlawful for four reasons discussed hereinafter. 

(1) Plaintiff contends that the search warrant was Issued upon the 
basis of evidence that vaa illegally obtained upon "unlawful inspection, 
search and seizure of material being shipped by common carrier." 

Section 704 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the Act), 21 
U.S.C. 374, authorizes warrantless inspections i.e., searches of and seizures 
at establishments in which drugs are held after shipment in interstate commerce, 
including common carriers subject to the provisions of the Act. FDA Inspectors 
are permitted "to enter any ... establishment ... or ... vehicle being used to 
transport or hold ... drugs ... in Interstate commerce; and (2) to inspect, 
at reasonable times and in a reasonable manner such ... establishment, or 
vehicle ... all pertinent equipment, finished and unfinished materials; con¬ 
tainers, and labeling therein." The Act authorizes officers caking inspections 
to obtain samples during the course of each inspection. 21 U.S.C. 372;374. 

The Government obviously must document the existence of an article 
subject to the Act by conducting physical inspections and, when necessary, 
taking physical samples. The article, after its introduction into interstate 
commerce, in no longer in the possession of the one who has introduced it. It 
follows, therefore, and the Act provides that inspection and sampling may be 
conducted either while the article is in transit or after it has reached its 
destination. 

Section 704 of the Act is clear in authorizing inspection and sampling 
during transit or at destination upon receipt of permission obtained from the 
person who has custody of the violative article of drug. Here Che inspectors 


/ 



obtained permission from the custodian of the premises to inspect the offending 
article. Plaintiff's assertion that on illegal seizure of his property occurred 
prior to issuance of the search warrant is frivolous. Inspections of the offend¬ 
ing products and labeling were made pursuant to statutory provisions. Such 
actions were entirely proper for enforcement of the Act and the courts have con¬ 
sistently bo held. United States v. 75 Cases ... Peanut Butter ... [Old Dominion ] 
146 F.2d 124 (C.A. 4, 1944), cert. den. 32S - U.S. S56. United States v. Cnoae 
Bakers, Inc. , 135 F.Supp.' 273 (S.D. N.Y., 1955); United Stqtes v. El Rancho 
Adolphus Products , 140 F.Supp. 645, 651 (M.D. Pa., 1956), aff'd 243 F.2d 367 
(C.A. 3, 1957), cert. den. 353 U.S. 976. 

(2) Second, Plaintiff contends that the search warrant obtained on 
July 25, 1977 was not based upon probable cause authorizing a search. Such a 
contention is without merit. The affidavit of Compliance Officer Roman E. 
Longoria, attached to the warrant in question, establishes that there was no 
question whatsoever that Plaintiff's prohibited activities in trafficking In 
unapproved drugs clearly satisfies the criteria for probable cause. Inasmuch 
ns Plaintiff does not challenge the facts therein, it is unnecessary to reiterate 
the details of James Haas’ illegal transactions which are aptly propounded in 
the Longoria affidavit. In essence, it is reported therein that investigations 
by the Food and Drug Administration disclosed that. Plaintiff Janes Haas ha3 
received, promoted, offered for sale and publicly acknowledged his commercial 
involvement in the distribution of unapproved new drugs including Laetrile (also 
known as amygdalin or B-17), pangamic acid (also known a3 Vitamin B—15) and 
Wobenzym, all in violation of various provisions of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act including 21 U.S.C. 331(d) and 355. 

Plaintiff's naked assertion that probable cause was wanting in this matter 
is frivolous. f!o attempt whatsoever is made to support this charge. Plaintiff 
does not attack the reliability of Compliance Officer Roman E. Longoria, the 
accuracy of the facts recited therein by the affiant or allege that there was 
an abuse of discretion by the United States Magistrate who authorized issuance 
of a aearch warrant. 
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The facts and circumstances surrounding Plaintiff'a illegal actions as they 
were set forth in the Longoria affidavit, were more than adequate to satisfy the 
acceptable definition of probable cause, e.g. facts "... sufficient to warrant a 
n.n of probable caution to believe that the offense had been or was being commit— 
ted." Carrol v. United States . 267 tJ.S. 132, 45 S.Ct. 280, 69 L.Ed. 54 3 (1925). 
See also 5 Orfield, Criminal Procedures under the Federal Rules, Section 41.39. 
This definition recognizes that probable T^auae demands a lesser quantity of 
evidence than that essential for a conviction. The aforementioned definition 
of probable cause was applied in Draper v. United States . 358 U.S. 307, 79 S.Ct. 
329, 3. L.Ed.2d 327 (1959), which quoted with approval of the oft-cited language 
in Brinegar v. United States , 333 U.S. 160, at 17S, 69 S.Ct. 1302, 93 L.Ed. 1879 
(1949), to the effect that probable cause implies non-technical probabilities 
and factual and practical consideration of everyday life on which reasonable 
and prudent men act. In Gerstcln v. Pugh , 420 U.S. 103, 95 S.Ct. 854, 43 
L.Ed.2d 54 (1974) the Court was dealing with an arrest (rather than a search), 
however, the Cersteln Court noted that the standards governing probable cause 
in arrest are the same as in search. Hr. Justice Powell writing for the 
Court said: 


Both the standards and procedures 
for arrest and detention have been 
derived from the Fourth Amendment and 
its common-law antecedents. See Cupp 
v. Murphy, 412 U.S. 291, 294-295, [93 
S.Ct. 2000, 2003, 36 L.Ed.2d 900] (1973); 
Ex parte Bollman, [8 U.S. 75], 4 Cranch 
75, [2 L.Ed. 554) (1807); Ex parte 
Burford [7 U.S.] 3 Cranch 448 [2 L.Ed. 

495] (1S06). The standard for arrest 
is probable cause, defined in terns of 
facts and circumstances "sufficient to 
warrant a prudent man in believing that 
the [suspect) had committed or was ccxroait- 
ting an offense," Eeck v. Ohio, 379 U.S. 
89, 91 [85 S.Ct. 223, 225, 13 L.Ed. 2d 
142] (1964). See also Henry v. United 
States, 361 U.S. 93, [80 S.Ct. 168, 4 
L.Ed.2d 134] (1959); Brinegar v. United 
States. 338 U.S. 160, 175-176, [69 S.Ct. 
1302, 1310-1311, 93 L.Ed. 1879] (1949). 
Thi3 standard, like those for searches 
and seizures, represents a necessary 
accommodation between the individual's 
right to liberty and the State's duty 
to control crime. 420 U.S. at 111—12, 

95 S.Ct. at 861. 
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In United States v. Haeatas, 546 7.2d 1177, 1130 (C.A. 5, 1977) the 




Court, citing United States v. Venestreaco , 380 U.S. 102, 35 S.Ct. 741; 13 L.Ed. 

2 d 604 (1965). stated that ”... It la axiomatic that an affidavit for search 
warrant is to be Interpreted In a common sense and realistic manner, and the 
magistrate's findings of probable causa should be sustained in doubtful or 
marginal cases.” The.facts, as reported in tho Longoria affidavit, suggest to 
o prudent person that probable cause existed to justify issuance of a warrant 
and that this was not a marginal case. Plaintiff's assertion that the warrant was 
issued without probable cause is spurious la view of the overwhelming evidence 
documenting James Haas’ unlawful participation In the Interstate distribution 
of Illegal drugs. 

(3) Third, Plaintiff objects to the execution of the warrant, claiming 
that the officers and agents "... seized much more property than was authorized 
... and ... such search waa therefore a general search in violation of the 
principle of low.” This assertion is frivolous. The Search Warrant states, 
in part, that the property subject to seizure at the residence of Plaintiff 
included ...” 

"Amygdalin (aka Laetrile and 
Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin 
tablets. Provitamin B-15 capsules 
(pangametln) and Wobenzym tablets, 
various paraphernalia used as Che 
means and instrumentalities for 
processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, 
but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional 
materials, receiving and distribution 
records, and all business correspondence 
relating to the distribution and sale 
of said products, ..." 

The Marshal's return adequately describes the various materials seized 
during the course of this validly authorized search. An objective examination 
of thin list demonstrates that each Item thereon falls squarely within the 
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perlr-jtcr 3 of property authorized for seizure. Plaintiff's motion bears this 
out, for it fails to suggest a single item of property seized which Was not 
within the ambit of the warrant. 

(4) Finally, Plaintiff alleges that the material seized during the course 
of the search and seizure "was not contraband, but was instead legal property' 
legally owned." 

✓ 

This contention attacks the basis upon which the warrant was Bought and 
upon which violations of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act will be presented 
to a grand jury and subsequently tried if a true bill is returned. At this stage, 
it is sufficient that the Longoria affidavit shows that James Gaas has actively 
participated in the interstate distribution of Laetrile (B-17), Provitamin B-15 ■ 
and Wobenzyra tablets; that Laetrile, B-15 and Wobenzym are not recognized by 
experts qualified by scieatific training and experience to evaluate the safety 
and effectiveness of drugs as safe and effective in the cure, mitigation, treatment 
or prevention of diseases such os cancer, cardiovascular or pulmonary disorders 
or a host of other physical conditions for which they are widely and fraudulently 
sold. 

The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.S.C. 321(g)(1) defines the ' 
term drug to mean "... (B) Articles intended for usa in the treatment or pre¬ 
vention of disease in man ..." The classification of an article as a drug under 
subsection (b) of this section depends upon the intended use of the article. 

Kordel v. United States , 335 U.S. 345 (1948). 

The Government has shown in the Longoria affidavit and is prepared to 
further show at future legal proceedings that Laetrile, B-15 and Wobenzym are 
Intended for use in the prevention and treatment of disease. In addition. Plaintiff 
has stated clearly in his Motion that he seeks a return of the seized articles 
because "the lives and hopes of terminal cancer patients" depends upon the return 
of this property. Presumably, Plaintiff intends to make reference to Laetrile, 
the cost widely touted "miracle" drug which he promotes. Such an admission by 
Plaintiff as to the use and purported efficacy of this material places the sub¬ 
stance squarely vithin the statutory definition of the tern "drug.” Also, the 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in Rutherford v. United States . 542 F.2d 
1137, 1140 (C.A. 10, 1976), a case which is relied upon extensively by proponents 
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of Laetrile, stated In its opinion that Unquestionably Laetrile is Intended 
at least as a treatnent of cancer, so the likelihood that Rutherford can demon— 
strata that it is not a drug at all appears slim." (Emphasis original.) 

Rutherford alao recognizes that: (1) even a food "may be subjected to the 
requirements of the Act if it is used in the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treat¬ 
ment or prevention of disease in man or animals" and (2) the "[intended usb is an 
important aspect in the determination whether it is a drug." (Id.) 

The term "new drug” is defined by 21 C.S.C. 32l(p)(l), in pertinent 
part, as: 

Any drug - the composition of which is 

such that such drug is not generally recog¬ 
nized among experts qualified by scientific 
training and experience to evaluate the 
safety and effectiveness of drug3, as safe 
and effective for use under the conditions 
prescribed, recommended, or suggested in the 
labeling, thereof ... 

This statutory definition is controlling regardless of any common or ordinary 
understanding or other meaning usually attributable to such words or phraseB. 
United States v. An Article of Drug ... Bacto-Unidlsk . 394 U.S. 811 (1960); 

62 Cases .■. Jam v. United States , 340 U.S. 593, 596 (1951); United States 
v. Forty Barrels ... Coca Cola , 241 U.S. 265 (1916) (36 S.Ct. at 577). 

Any drug that 1b not generally recognized by qualified experts 
as safe and effective for its intended uses is a new drug and cannot be shipped 
in interstate commerce until the information required by 21 U.S.C. 355(b) is 
submitted to the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare in the form of a 
Hew Drug Application establishing that adequate and well-controlled investigations 
have been performed to show the drug is safe and effective, and such application 
is approved. 21 U.S.C. 355; 21 CFR 314.1, Weinberger v. Hynaon, Weatcott S 
Dunning, Inc. . 412 U.S. 609 (1973). 

The Government is prepared to provide evidence establishing that no 
new drug applications are or were ever in effect with respect to Laetrile, 

B-15 or Wobenzym and that experts do not generally recognize these articles 
as safe and effective for any use. Being new drugs in violation of 21 U.S.C. 

355, they ore illegal products. T yler Pharmacol Distributors, Inc, v. 

United States Dep't. of Health, Education, and Welfare , 403 F.2d 95 (C.A. 7, 

1969); Rutherford v. ANA , 379 F.2d 641, 643 (C.A. 7, 1967), cert. den. 339 
U.S. 1043 (1953); AHP Inc, v. Gardner , 389 F.2d 825 (C.A. 2, 1968), cert. den. 
sub non. Ait? Inc, v. Cohen , 393 U.S. 825 (1968); United States v. Allan 
Drug Corp. , 357 F.2d 713 (C.A. 10, 1966), cert. den. 385 U.S. 899 (1966). 
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CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons. Plaintiff's Motion should be denied. 


Respectfully submitted, 

KENNETH J. MICHELL 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


By: 


WILLIAM L. JOHNSON, JR. 

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES -ATTORNEY 


Of Counsel: 

STEPHEN H. McNAMARA 
Acting Chief Counsel 

EUGEiiE M. PFEIFER 
Associate Chief Counsel 
for Enforcement 

S. PAUL RAGAN 
Associate Chief Counsel 
for Enforcement 

Office of the General Counsel 
Food end Drug Administration 
Rockville, Maryland 20S57 


CE!’.TI?TCAT*S OF SERVICE 


This is to certify that a copy of the foregoing Statement of 
Facts has been served by mail on Brantley Pringle, Attorney for 
Plaintiff, 101 Ha in Street, Fort Worth, Texas 76102 on thin 30th 
day of September, 1977. 


William I#, Johnson, Jr. 

Assistant United States Attorney 
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U. S. IMS7MCT COL’»T 
noitnitn* D Simct of u**s 

FILED 



JAMES HAAS 


VS. 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 


% 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE¬ 
TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION 
AND WELFARE, ,and DONALD 
KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI¬ 
STRATION 


CASE NO. CA4-77-213 


Ceguty 


PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 


James Haas, Plaintiff and Movant in the above cause wherein United States 
of America, Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, 
and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration, are 
all Defendants, and files this his motion for preliminary injunction, requesting 
the Court to enjoin and restrain the Defendants, and their agents, employees, 
servants and representatives, from seizing Laetrile and conventional drugs, 

medicines, and books, papers and records from the Plaintiff, and his agents, 

\ 

employees and representatives. Plaintiff .would show the Court the following 
under oath: ' 

1 . 

Plaintiff filed this suit on August 2, 1977, seeking to recover title and pos¬ 
session of drugs, papers, enzymes, medicines, and affidavits, including per¬ 
sonal business records of this Plaintiff which we re seized by representatives 
of the U. S. Marshall's office, representatives of the U. S. Attorney's office, 
and representatives of the Food and Drug Administration, and which were then 
and are now being withheld from this Plaintiff. 





2 . 




Plaintiff is actively engaged in the purchase and resale of drugs, enzymes, 
vitamins, and associated drug products, including Laetrile. Laetrile is also 
known as Amygdalin, and is sometimes known as Vitamin B-17. 

3. 

Amygdalin and Laetrile are one and the same drug and'substance, and 
such medicine is customarily used in many parts of the world in the treatment 
of carcinoma, tumors, and other malignancies. Plaintiff also acts as importer 
on behalf of terminally ill patients suffering from malignancies to import Amygda 
lin from manufacturing sources, for the account of cancer victims for whom the 
American Medical Association offers no hope for recovery. Amygdalin has been 
and is being administered to Stage IV cancer patients with undisputed beneficial 
results, and victims of cancer depend upon available supply from the possession 
of this Plaintiff as their only hope for treatment for their malignancies. Unless 
this Plaintiff is able to supply Amygdalin to terminally ill cancer patients in 
this area, they will suffer discomfort, pain, deterioration of their health, and 
death. 

4. 

After this suit was filed, on or about September 14, 1977, agents, employees 
officers and representatives of the Food and Drug Administration, and of the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education and Welfare of the Government of the United States 
of America seized from the Greyhound Bus Station, Fort Worth, Tarrant County, 
Texas, one box of Vitamin B-17, 25, 000 capsules of Amygdalin, and three 
boxes of Prune Lax. Plaintiff, James Haas, was and is the beneficial owner of 
said property and such seizure by the Food and Drug Administration, and its em¬ 
ployees as agents of the United States of America, is in direct violation and con- 
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travention of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution which assures that pri¬ 
vate property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation. 

5. 

Immediate and irreparable injury, loss and damage will result to your 
Plaintiff if this Court does not, after notice and hearing, enjoin and restrain 
the Defendants as is hereinafter prayed. Without supplies and without mate¬ 
rial to serve terminally ill patients and fill their orders. Plaintiff may be 
forced out of his customary business of supplying vitamins, enzymes, drugs 
and medicants for his terminally ill cancer customers who require Amygdalin 
In addition to the injury of insolvency, bankruptcy, loss of business, and loss 
of property, it is probable that the terminally ill cancer patients will suffer 
pain, discomfort, deterioration of their health, and death because the Defen¬ 
dants have seized and withheld drugs and medicines which such patients ur¬ 
gently require. The fair market value of the drugs seized and detained bythe 
government from Plaintiff is $25,000.00. 

6 . 

Plaintiff prays that the Defendants be cited to answer this motion for pre¬ 
liminary injunction, that after hearing this Court enjoin and restrain the offi¬ 
cers, agents, employees, servants and representatives of Defendants from 
seizing from the Plaintiff Amygdalin, enzymes, books, records, papers and 
accounts, vitamins, laxatives, and any conventional drug whose possession 
is not prohibited by state or national statutes. Plaintiff further prays that 
this Court fix reasonable security to be given by the Plaintiff, and that this 
Court order the Defendants to return to this Plaintiff the drugs, medicines, 
books, records, papers and accounts which have been seized and withheld by 
the Defendants, or pay the value thereof. 



Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 ' 




AFFIDAVIT 


THE STATE OF TEXAS I 

COUNTY OF TARRANT I 

✓ 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared 
James A. Haas, known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed here¬ 
to and who, being by me first duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says that he 
is the Plaintiff in the foregoing pleading, and that the facts, allegations and 
events alleged therein are each and all true and correct. 

/James A. Haas, Plaintiff 



SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED by the said James A. Haas on this the^ ^^ZV 



Brantley Pringle 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
101 Main Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 
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V 


V. 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I, Brantley Pringle, attorney of record fpr the Plaintiff, hereby certify 
that I have mailed a copy of the foregoing pleading on this the JhL day of 
, 1977, by certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt 
requested to each of the following addressees: 


Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare 
300 Independence Avenue, S. W., Washington, D. C. 20201 


Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20852 



Griffin Bell, Attorney General, Department of Justice 
Constitution Avenue & 10th Street, N. W., Washington, D. C. 20530 


Kenneth J. Mighell, U. S. Attorney 
310 U. S. Courthouse 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 






JAMES HAAS 


VS. 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT^'V'' 0 '>'^cr C 0 °“" w 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXa£~ fl [ p" 

FORT WORTH DIVISION ^ W 

migi 6 m 

| ' S SEPH ^uwr.. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE¬ 
TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION 
AND WELFARE, and DONALD 
KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI¬ 
STRATION 


CASE NO. CA4-77-213 


PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR A JURY TRIAL 
Now comes James Haas, Plaintiff in the above cause wherein the 
United States of America, the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare; 
and the Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration are each De¬ 


fendants, and requests the Court to try the issues of fact in this case be¬ 
fore a jury in accordance with the Constitution and Statutes of the United 


States. 



Respectfully submitted, 

A rf / 7 
2MA 



Brantley Pringle 
Attorney for plaintiff 
101 Main Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
(817) 332-1131 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

To the Office of the United States Attorney for the Northern District 







SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION 


n't 

CP' c: " 

'■y ’ 


United Slates Siatrirt (Omni. 

FOR THE 

lORTHERi'l DISTRICT OF TEXAS AT FORT WORTH 



M 4-77-223 

Civil Action File No._ 


James Haas 


Plaintiff 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRETARY OF 
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE, 
and DONALD KENNEDY, COI'RIISSIONER 
' ■ OF THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

Defendant 

To the above named Defendant : 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon 


SUMMONS 


Brantley Pringle 


plaintiff’s attorney , whose address 


101 Main Street 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 


an answer to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, within 60 days after service of this 
summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment bv default will be 

V-. 1 : l 

taken against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. . , '/a \ 

■Joseph Mcelroy, jr. 

' •/?—A of Court. 

Deputy Clerk. 



Date: August 2, 1977 


[Seal of Court] 
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^ ** VS l„ c / 0 °“" 


£o 


IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS : ^G % jg-* 
FORT WORTH DIVISION J °S£P/y ' ' l 


^EUtOy 


JAMES HAAS 
VS. 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, I 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE- I 
TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION I CASE NO. 
AND WELFARE, and DONALD J 
.-KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF I 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI- I 
STRATION I 


MOTION TO RETURN PROPERTY 
SEIZED UNDER A SEARCH WARRANT 


C/14-77- 213 


James Haas, a citizen and resident of Parker County, Texas, files 
this motion complaining of the United States of America, and the Food 
And Drug Administration, and Joseph Califano, Secretary of Health, Educa¬ 
tion and Welfare, and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food And Drug 
Administration, and files this motion to compel the named Defendants, and 
each of them, to return to your Plaintiff, James Haas, the material and 
properties and records seized in a search of this Plaintiff's home located 
at Route 8, Box 279-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive; Fort Worth, Texas, and 
would respectfully show the Court the following: 

1 . 


On July 25, 1977, the Honorable Bailey F. Rankin, as Federal 
Magistrate, in Cause No. 126M issued his warrant to search the pre¬ 
mises located at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, 
Texas. A copy of such warrant is attached hereto and made a part here¬ 
of for all purposes. 

2 . 

On July 25, 1977, Roger L. Flesch, an agent and employee of 
the Federal Food and Drug Administration, Walter S. Layton, a Deputy 





U. S. Marshall, and John Sweeney, an Assistant U.S. Attorney, en¬ 
tered upon the Plaintiff's premises located at Arrowhead Drive in 
the northeastern part of Parker County;" Texas, and seized and took 
possession of the personal property which is inventoried in the return 
on the search warrant, and which is made a part hereof for all pur¬ 
poses, and the Defendants, their agents and servants, now detain and 
withhold said property from the possession and control of this Plaintiff. 

3. .. - 

The seizure and detention of said property by the Defendants, and 
their agents and employees, are illegal and unlawful for each of the 
following reasons: 

1, The search warrant was issued based upon 
evidence illegally obtained by the govern¬ 
ment agents based upon unlawful inspection, 
search and seizure of material being shipped 
by common carrier. 

2. The search warrant was not based upon pro¬ 
bable cause authorizing a search. 

* 3. The officers and agents of the Defendants in 

executing the search warrant seized much 
more -property than was authorized and di¬ 
rected by the warrant, and such search was 
therefore a general search in violation of 
, the principle of law.- 

4. The material seized was not contraband, 
i but was instead legal property legally 

owned. 


4. . 

Plaintiff alleges that the seizure and detention of such materials, 
records and pharmaceuticals shown on the inventory of search is op¬ 
pressive and unlawful, and that the lives and hopes of terminal cancer 
patients depend upon the early return of such property to your Plaintiff. 


2 - 


I 



Plaintiff prays that the Defendants be cited, that this Court issue 
its show cause order, and that after early hearing the property described 
in the return on the search warrant be returned to the custody and pos¬ 


session of this Plaintiff. 


J / '• /} 

k. 0-' \/biv l/C-h/) / ;> v 

■ .. - . ‘ 
^rantley Pringle,/ Attorney'for v 
James Haas, Plaintiff | / 

101 Main Street 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

33Z-1131 


CERTIFICATE.OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have delivered a copy of the foregoing motion . 
and complaint to the United States Attorney for the Northern District of 
Texas, and that I am mailing a copy of the summons and motion and com¬ 
plaint by certified mail to the Attorney General, to Joseph A. Califano, 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, and to Donald Kennedy, 
Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration, all in Washington, 

D. C, , on this ^ day of August, ’ "" 




3 !htitpft B>tatps Bistrirt Glnurt 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of America 


Docket No. ■ 3-77 


YS. 

The premises located at Route 8 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas being the'' 
residence of James Baas 


Case No. 12 6M 

SEARCH WARRANT 


To any deputy United States Marshal 


Affidavit (a) having been made before me b/Roman E. Longoria^Compliance Office: 
Food and Drug Administration v "‘ --- 


/ 


♦hat he hn« reason to believe that 


} 


the premises located 


on the premises known as 
-at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly-described as a one 
story brick, residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side. 


in the Northern District of Texas 

there is now being concealed certain property, namely a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetril< 

her* docnb* property 

and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets. Provitamin 2^15 capsule* 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
distribution and sale of said products, 

which are and do constitute evidence that said drugs had been introduce 
into, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce' while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


and as I am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
concealed on the person or premises above described and that grounds for application for issuance of the 
search warrant exist as atated in the supporting affidavit(s). 


Foil are hereby commanded to search within a period of _72_itQUtS_ 

- (not to exceed 10 days) the person or place named for the property specified, serving this warrant 


and making the search 


and if the property be found 


< in th-; daytime (6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.in.)' 

there to seixe it, leaving a copy of this warrant and receipt for the property taken, and prepare a written 
inventory of the property seizi.-d and promptly return this warrant and bring the property before 
__as required by law. 


JUL 2 5 1977 


Dated this 


day of 


,19 


BAILEY 1\ RANKIN 


-TW Fc<Wy» 1 Rules o< Criminal fVkedurt pioviik; *Tbr tfu 
a tS* «wfxx, and lor r uun vh«j» a. .uihoruet it* 
he *JluU»U(t) if A aca/Ch U t 


J\ntg* (federal «r Stmt* Cowt 0/ Record) or federal 

U. S. Magistrate 

ihiU bt urrod in tha daytime, unlca* the muinl authority, by a{FpmprijiU ptO>Li 
jiniii *1 iimn cm her than Ujyuroa,*' (Rule 4|(<;)). A MAicmcnl oi ptkcu fo; ; 
(uihoiubl "*l any Umc day or oinhi" punuinl to Ruk 41(c). 


V 










RETURN 



I received the attached search warrant , 19 , and have executed it as 

follows: * 

On ( 19 at o'clock M, 1 searched the person or premises de* 

. scribed in the warrant and 

1 left a copy of the warrant with---- --'- — _ _ 

turn* of pCTML Urrthod or Wtf V **XJ lh* at 

together-with a receipt for the items seized. 

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant to the warrant; 




This inventory waa made in the presence of 
and 

I swear that this Inventory is a true and detailed account of all the property taken by me on the 
warrant. 


Subscribed and sworn to and returned before me this day of . ,19 
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TofOL A. O. IS (M*. Apr. 1*?: 


Search Warrant 


lluifcit flairs Bistrfrl (Emtrl 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of America 

vs. 


Docket No. 3-77 
Case No. 126M 


The premises located at Route 8. ■ 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive ' 
Fort Worth, Texas .being the 
residence of James Haas 


SEARCH WARRANT 


To any deputy United States Marshal 


Affidavit(s) having been made before me by Roman E. Longoria, Compliance Officer, 
Food and Drug Administration 

that he has reason to believe that-[ } 

l on the premises known as J the premises located 
at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly’described as a one 
story brick residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side, 


in the Northern District of Texas 

there is now being concealed certain property, namely a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetrile 

, . . here describe property 

and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets. Provitamin B-15 capsules 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
distribution and sale of said products, 

which are and do constitute evidence that said drugs had been introduced 
into, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


and as I am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
concealed on the person or premises above described and that grounds for application for issuance of the 
search warrant exist as stated in the supporting affidavit(s). 

You are hereby commanded to search within a period of _72. JlOUK.5_ 

(not to exceed 10 days) the person or place named for the property specified, serving this warrant 

. .. , f in the dnvtime (6;00a.m. to 10:00 p.m.)1 , .. ., . . , , 

and making the search | j a " d ' f the pr ° perty ** found 

there to seize it, leaving a copy of this warrant and receipt for the property taken, and prepare a written 
inventory of the property seized and promptly return this warrant and bring the property before 
_f?®_as required by law. 

. t Fmdtiol JU[ r or m+tUmit 


JUL 2 5 1977 

Dated this day of , 19 

iudgt (Frdft^Otr Uafiftrtut. 

--- U. S. Magistrate. J 

•The Federal Ruler cf Criminal Procedure provide: "The warrant shall be served In the daytime, unlm (he issuing authority, by appropriate provision 
in the warrant, and for reasonable cause shown, authorises in taccution at times other than daytime," tKule 41(0). A statement of grounds (Ol rta* 
soluble cause should be made in the affidavits) if a Kirch is to be authorized "at any time day or night'* punuam to Rule 41(c). 


DAIlef y. r 


''Affii'yu 


j 









This inventory was made in the presence of 
and 

I swear that this Inventory is a true and detailed account of all the property taken by me on the 
warrant. ... 


Subscribed and sworn to and returned before me this day of ,19 


Ftdrral Majlftrctf 







RETURN 


I received the attached search warrant .75th cf July , 19 77 , and have executed it as 
follows: 

On Jul> , 19 77 at 7*30 oclock P M, I searched the person or premises de¬ 

scribed in the warrant and 

| I left a copy of the warrant with__ 

j ftamc of pernio ic*/thrd or owner or "u Qm pf*a ot K»rcb” 

together with a receipt for the items seized. 

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant-to the warrant: 

i 

i 

O 

| 






FDA Return 


On July 26 , 1977 received the seized property which is listed on this 
inventory, a t PUU.S. Courthouse, Fort Worth, Texas, from D^puty'u S 
MarrhrJ Rodney Sissom, pursuant to order from U.S. M a g. Baillev p.anWn 




Roman £ . Lon i 
Compliance Officer 
U.S. Food £- Drug Adm. 
Dallas, Texas 


o 





O, >06 (R*V Apr. 1971) 


Search Warrant 


Jtnitrfr Stairs 9istrirt Court 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of • merica 


Docket >(c 

Case K*./j&LC-Srf 


VS. 

The premises located at Route 8 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas being the 
residence of James Haas 


AFFIDAVIT FOR 
SEARCH WARRANT 


BEFORE Bailey F. Rankin 

Name ok Ju4ie< or Federal Mattsrale 


Dallas, Texas 

AdA-cx* of JixJjr 1 or FcdcmJ Mx^iurate 


o 


The undersigned being duly sworn deposes and says: 

very y y y vy y XA 

That he has reason to believe that ( on t j, e prem j ses known as) the premises located 
at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Wprth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly described as a one 
story brick residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side. 


in the Northern District of Texas 

O there is now being concealed certain property, namely a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetrile 
and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets, StecFwtitearoisiv B-15 capsules 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
jr^hnt i on and sale of said products, 

and do constitute,^y^gfl^J^a^g^^ugs had been introduced 
into, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


And that the facts tending to establish the foregoing grounds for issuance of a Search Warrant 
are as follows see attac hed affidavit made a part hereof 


_ 

1 /) SJimtySa of yifflam. 

c_q/;ofj, _. csA'Sk /;.__ 

Official Tttla. if any. 







IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 


State of Texas ) '/ AFFIDAVIT 

County of Tarrant ) N 

Roman E. Longoria, Jr., being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am a Compliance Officer with the U. S. Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA), Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, 

Dallas District, 3032 Bryan Street, Dallas, Texas. As such I have 
custody and knowledge of all reports, records, and facts compiled by 
FDA's Dallas District regarding FDA's investigations of the illegal 
commerce in Texas of amygdalin, also known as laetrile and Vitamin B-17; 
pangamic acid, also known as Provitamin B-15, and Wobenzyra. 

2. Amygdalin (laetrile) is being promoted for the prevention and 
treatment of cancer.. Pangamic acid (Provitamin B-15) is promoted for the 
treatment of atherosclerosis, emphysema, pulmonary fibrosis, hepatitis, 
liver cirrhosis, and as a detoxifier and transmithylating agent for cancer 
Wobenzym is being promoted for the treatment of diseases such as acute and 
chronic bronchitis, bursitis, broncopneumonia, emphysema,' and angina 
pectoris. These drugs are not generally recognized as safe and effective 
for their intended use and there are as of July 25, 1977 no approved 

New Drug Applications on file with FDA for any use for any of 
these drugs. The products are therefore new drugs as defined by 
section 201(p) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
[21 U.S.C. 321(p)] which cannot be shipped in, or introduced for 
shipment in, interstate commerce unless approved New Drug Applications 
as required by section 505(a) of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
[21 U.S.C. 355(a)] are in effect. 

3. Investigations have revealed that James Haas, doing business 
as Metabolics Products, Route 8, Box 379' K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108, is 
involved in the receipt, distribution and sale of amygdalin (laetrile), 
pangamic acid (Provitamin B-15), and Wobenzym. The location which has 
been identified as being used for the receipt, holding, and distribution 
of these drugs is as follows: 


-1- 




Route 8, Box 379 K 
324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas 

This is a brick house in a residential neighborhood, 
which I observed on July 24, 1977. 

4. On March 24, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to 

statutory authority examined a two carton aif freight shipment 
consigned to James Haas, c/o Continental'iWill Call DFW Regional 
airport. These cartons were shipped by J.F.S. Co.,'.368 Walsh, 

Atherton, California. The consignment contained ampules labeled 
"Amigdalina *** Cyto Pharma de Mexico.* (laetrile). The cartons 
were picked up iat DFW airport by a woman in a brown Ford station 
wagon bearing Texas license plate numer CLB829. The cartons 
were taken to a house at 760 Briarwood Lane, Hurst, Texas. 

5. James Haas is a known promoter and distributor of laetrile. 
In the April 7, 1977 issue of The Sunday Observer (Fort Worth, Texas), 
Mr. Haas reportedly said he has supplied laetrile to cancer patients 
and doctors. He is quoted as saying "No, I'm not a bootlegger. I don't 
smuggle anything. I buy from people in the U.S. and pay for it just 
like any other businessman. How they import it or pay duty on it, I 
have no control over it." 

6. In the June 14, 1977 issue of the Dallas Morning News , Mr. 
James Haas is reported to have said that for the last two years he has ‘ 
been supplying laetrile to physicians and patients in the Dallas area. 

7. On June 30, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a two carton shipment consigned to Jim Haas, 

Route 8, Box 379 K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment 

which was shipped via United Parcel Service (UPS) by Metabolics 
Associated, 3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach 1 , Florida 
33405, contained unlabeled round white tablets, single scored on 
one side. These tablets are similar in appearance to tablets 
which FDA has previously analyzed and are believed to be Amygdalin 
(laetrile). 

8. On July 1, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a package consigned to Jim Haas, Route 8, Box 379 K, 
Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment which was shipped via 

UPS by Metabolics Associated, 3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm 
Beach, Florida 33405, contained unlabeled round, orange colored, 
coated tablets. 

I 
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9. On July 1, 1977, Mr. Haas delivered to UPS for introduction 


into interstate commerce in violation of section 301(d) and 301(a) 

(21 U.S.C. 331(d) and 331(a)] a consignment erf pangamic acid (Provitamin 
B-15) capsules. This product, which bore the Krebs Laboratories, San 
Francisco, California label, was consigned to Metabolics, Inc., 

3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida 33405. This ship- 
anient was examined by FDA investigators pursuant to statutory authority 
at UPS, Fort Worth, Texas. 

10. Conversations by FDA investigators with personnel of 
Control Sales Company disclosed that in July 1977 James Haas 
offered to sell amygdalin (laetrile) to Control Sales Company, 

3616 Dividend Street, Garland, Texas 75042. In conjunction with this 
offer, Mr. Haas provided Control Sales Company with a price list and 
order form. The first three items listed on both the order form and 
price list are amygdalin (laetrile). Both forms bear the letterhead 
of Metabolics Products, Route 8, Box 379 K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108. 

The order form lists several other illegal products such as Vitamin B-15 
and Wobenzym. 

11. On July 7, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a one carton shipment consigned to Jim Haas, 

Route 8, Box 379 K. Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment 

which was shipped via UPS by Metabolics Associated, 3030 South 
Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida 33405, contained round, 
orange colored, coated tablets labeled as "Wobenzym ***. Mucos- 
Emulsionsges, mbH 8022 Gruhwald bei Munchen." Inserts in the packages 
which are written in a foreign language make claims for the treatment of 
numerous illnesses, some of which are acute and chronic bronchitis, 
bursitis, broncopneumonia, emphysema, and > angina pectoris. The tablets 
and packaging materials in this shipment were similar in appearance 
to those described in paragraph 8 herein. 

12. On July 21, 1977, an FDA investigator examined a one carton 
shipment consigned to Metabolic Products, Inc., 324 Arrowhead Drive, 

Fort Worth, Texas 76108. This consignment which was shipped via UPS 

■in interstate commerce by Vitacorp, P. O. Box C, Mosinee, Wisconsin 54455 
contained 100 vials of 50 tablets each. The tablets were round, yellowish 
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white color, with the letters USPI stamped on one side and single scored 
on the other side with the numbers 325 above the score and 500 below the 
score. The USPI logo is known by FDA laboratory analysis to be 
stamped on laetrile tablets by a clandestine laboratory in Wisconsin. 
There was no labeling on the vials or in the carton. Tablets with 
exactly indentical printing and scoring have been analyzed by FDA. 
laboratory in New York as laetrile. Conversations of FDA investiga¬ 
tors with UPS officials in Fort Worth indicate that this shipment 
will be delivered to the residence of James Haas, Rt. 8, Box 379-K, 

324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas on 7-25-77. 






a. 




HOMAN E. LONGORIA, JR. 
Compliance Officers 
Dallas District 
Food and Drug Administration 





IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 


U. S. DISTRICT COURT 

north ern District of ttxrs 

FI LED 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, I 

l 

Plaintiff I 

I 

V. I 

I 

An article of drug consisting of I 

25,000 white amygdalin capsules, J 

more or less, in bulk, in carton J 

addressed in part: I 

I 

"To Virginia Croxdale, 2300 I 

Mistletoe Blvd. , Fort Worth, I 

Texas Call on arrival 923-1592 } 

***P * M Supply, P. O. Box 5742, I 
Riverside, Calif.” I 

I 

Defendant I 


. OCT 3 1377 

JOSEPH McELROY, JR., CLERK 

BY_ _ __ 

Deputy 


CIVIL ACTION NO. CA4-77-251 


CLAIM OF JAMES G. HAAS 
AND PETITION IN INTERVENTION 

Now comes James G. Haas, hereinafter called Claimant in the above 


matter wherein United States of America is Plaintiff. In support of this 
intervention, and for answer, James G. Haas alleges: 

7 ; 1 . 

James G. Haas is the holder of legal title, and entitled to possession, 
of the material which is named as Defendant in this proceeding, and Claim¬ 
ant requests that the Court order such property returned to this Claimant. 
In this respect. Claimant alleges that the property was in fact acquired by 
him at the instance and request cf terminally ill cancer patients who had 
directed and requested this Claimant to deliver such material to such can¬ 


cer patients. 


' 1A. 

Claimant requests a jury trial on the issues. 



2 . 


Claimant admits the truth of allegations contained in Paragraphs l, 

2 and 3 of the Plaintiff's Complaint for Forfeiture filed herein, except 
Claimant denies that the material is a drug within the jurisdiction or 
control of the Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act and denies that 
the same is subject to its regulations, 

3. ' 

Claimant denies the allegations of the Plaintiff contained in Para¬ 
graph 5 of Plaintiff's complaint to the effect that the material is a drug 
which is misbranded and further specifically denies that the article is 
dangerous to health when used orally, or that Federal law prohibits 
dispensing this material without prescription. 

4. 

Claimant specially denies that the material known as amygdalin, or 
Laetrile, or B-17, is a,new drug within the meaning of 21 USC 321(p)(l). 

5. 

Claimant specially denies that the article which is the subject of this 
suit was held illegally in the jurisdiction of this Court and is liable to 
seizure and condemnation. 

6 . * 

Specially answering herein. Claimant alleges that he purchased and 
acquired the substance known as amygdalin, also known as Laetrile, al¬ 
so known as Vitamin B-17, at the special instance and request of, and 
on behalf of terminally ill cancer patients. The material is in common 
use in many parts of the world in the treatment of tumors and malignant 


cancers 




7. 


Claimant's possession and transportation of Laetrile in this instance 
was consistent with the spirit and language of the opinion of the Honorable 
Luther Bohanon dated April 8, 1977, in Glen L. Rutherford vs. United 
States of America, et al. No. CIV-75-0218-B in the Federal District Court 
for the Western District of Oklahoma. In such action the Food and Drug 
Administration was enjoined and restrained from preventing importation or 
interstate transportation of Laetrile by terminally ill cancer patients for 
purposes of their own consumption under the terms of the Food and Drug 
Act. 


8 . 


There is no law of the United States of America prohibiting the posses¬ 
sion or commerce in Laetrile. The laws of the State of Texas specifically, 
permit physicians to prescribe and administer Laetrile in the treatment of 
cancer. The Plaintiff seized and withholds this Claimant's property to de¬ 
prive claimant of such property without just compensation. 

9. 


The issues of law and of fact between these same parties are now be¬ 
ing litigated in that cause styled James Haas v. United States of America, 
et al. Case No. CA4-77-213 upon the docket of this Court and this case 
should be consolidated with the case first filed. 

Respectfully subpMtted, 



Attorney for Claimant, fames Haas 
101 Main Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 
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THE STATE OF TEXAS I 
COUNTY OF TARRANT I 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally ap¬ 
peared James G. Haas, known to me to be the claimant to the property 
which is the subject of the foregoing suit, and, who, being be me first 
duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says that the facts set forth in the 
foregoing suit are each and all true and correct. 



Haas 


SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED by the said James G, Haas on this 
da Y of 1977, to certify which witness my hand 


and seal of office. 



My Commission Expires: 

/g- ./fr* 


Brantley Pringle 
Attorney for Claimant 
101 Main Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


FORT WORTH DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )• 

) 

Plaintiff ) 

) 

V. ) 

) 

An article of drug consisting of ) 

25,000 white arcygdalin capsules, ) 

more or les9. In bulk, in carton ) 

addressed In part: ) 

) 

"To Virginia Croxdale, 2300 ) 

Mistletoe Blvd., Fort Worth, ) 

Texas Call on arrival 923-1592 ) 

*** p * h Supply, P. 0. Box 5742, ) 

Riverside, Calif." ) 

) 

Defendant ) 



CIVIL ACTION NO. 



REQUEST FO R LEAVE TO FILE COI-iPLAINT 
TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 

COJtES NOW the United States of America, by and through the United 
States Attorney for the Northern District of Texas, and prays for leave 
to file the attached Complaint for Forfeiture for the condemnation of 
an article of drug consisting.of 25,000 white araygdalin capsules, more 
or less, in bulk, in carton addressed in part: "To Virginia Croxdale, 
2300 Mistletoe Blvd., Fort VJorth, Texas Call on arrival 923-1592 *** 

P * M Supply, P. 0. Box 5742, Riverside, Calif." 


Kenneth J. Mighell 
United States Attorney 


Assistant United States Attorney 



IN THE .UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 





i 


j 

I 


FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 

Ci\ 4 - 7 7 - 2 51 

) 

) CIVIL ACTIOS SO. 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


ORDER GRANTING LEAVE TO FILE CO..TLAIHT 


Leave is granted for the filing of complaint, and, upon such filing, 
the Clerk will Issue writ of attachment and writ of monition citing all 
persons claiming any interest to appear by filing written answer or claim 
before the United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas, 
at Dallas, Texas, on or before October 13, 1977, at 10:00 

o'clock A.M., to make known their interest and ar.y defense that they may 
have to offer, and said writ of monition shall be published as provided by 
the rules of the Court in the Commercial Recorder. 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff 

V. 

An article of drug consisting of 
25,000 white amvgdalin capsules, 
more or less, in bulk, in carton 
addressed in part: 

"To Virginia Croxdale, 2300 
Mistletoe Blvd., Fort Worth, 

Texas Call on arrival 923--1592 
*** p * }] Supply, P. 0. Box 5742, 
Riverside, Calif." 

Defendant 



SIGNED this 


day of 



(UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 





/ 






HJ THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff > 

) 

V. ) 

) 

An article of drug consisting of ) 

25,000 white amygdalin capsules, ) 

more or less. In bulk, in carton ) 

. addressed in part: ) 

U ' ) 

"To Virginia Croxdale, 2300 ) 

Mistletoe Blvd., Fort Worth, ) 

Texas Call on arrival 923-1592 ) 

*** P * M Supply, P. 0. Box 5742, ) 

Riverside, Calif." ) 

) 

Defendant ) 


TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE OF SAID COURT: 


‘X3Z™ 


CIVIL ACTION HO. 


COMPLAINT FOR FORFEITURE 



COMES NOW the United States of America, Plaintiff, by and through 
the United States Attorney for the Northern District of Texas, and, with 
leave of the Court first had and obtained, files and presents this Complaint 
for Forfeiture against an article of drug consisting of 25,000 white 
atnygdalin capsules, more or less, in bulk, in carton addressed in part: "To 
Virginia Croxdale, 2300 Mistletoe Blvd., Fort Worth, Texas Call on arrival 
923-1592 *** P * ?! Supply, P. O. Box 5742, Riverside, Calif.", and for cause 
of action respectfully shows and pleads to the Court: 


1 . 

That this is e suit of a civil nature brought by the United States 
of America under the terras and provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act against the article of drug located in the Fort Worth Division 
of the Northern District of Texas. 


2 . 

That the heretofore said article of drug was shipped in bulk in 
Interstate commerce by P 4 M Supply, P. 0. Box 5742, Riverside, California, 
on or about September 12, 1977, via Creyhound Bus Line from Anaheim, 
California, to Fort Worth, Texaa. 

3. 

Said article of drug ia now in the possession of Greyhound Line Bus 
Station, 1005 Commerce Street, Fort Worth, Texas 76102, in the Fort Worth 




Division of the Northern District of Texas, or elsewhere within the jurisdic¬ 
tion of this Court. 

4. 

Said article is an article of drug within the nx-aning of . Title 21, 
U.S.C. 321(g). 

.. • 5. 

Said arcicle consisting of 25,WO white anygdalin capsules, note or 
less, is a drug which is misbranded when introduced into and while in inter¬ 
state commerce within the meaning of 21 U.S.C, as follows: 

352(b)(1) in that it fails to bear a label containing the name and 
place of business of the manufacturer, packer, or distributor; 

352(b)(2) in that it fails to bear a label containing an accurate 
statement of the quantity of the contents in terms of weight, measure, or 
numerical count; 

352(e)(1)(A)(i) in that the label fails to bear the established name 
of the drug, if such there be: 

352(f)(1) in that its label fails to bear adequate directions for use 
and it is not exempt from such requirements since it is a prescription drug 
subject to 21 U.S.C. 353(b)(1) and its labeling fails to bear, as required 
by regulations 21 CFR 201.100 adequate information for its use, including 
effects and any relevant hazards, contraindications, side effects, and 
precautions under which practitioners licensed by law to administer the 
drug can use the drug safely and for the purposes for which it is intended; . 

352(j) in that the article is dangerous to health when used orally; 

and 

353(b)(4) in that because of its toxicity or other potentiality for 
harmful effect, or the method of its use, or the collateral measures necessary 
for its use. It is not safe for use except under the supervision of a 
practitioner licensed by law to administer such drug, and its label fails 
to bear the statement "Caution: Federal law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription". 

f. 

Said article is a new drug within the meaning of 21 U.S.C. 321(p)(l), 
which may rot be introduced or delivered for introduction into interstate 
commerce pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 355(a), since no approval of an application 
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filed pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 355(b) is effective with respect to such drug 
and no notice of claimed investigational exemption pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 
355(1) and regulation 21 CFR 312.1 is on file, for such drug, 

7. 

That by reason of the foregoing, the aforesaid article Is held 
Illegally within the jurisdiction of this Court and Is liable to seizure 
and condemnation under the terns of Title 21. U.S.C. Section 334. 

WHEREFORE, plaintiff prays that writ of.monition and writ of attach¬ 
ment issue in the time, form and manner required by law, directing the 
Marshal to seize the article of drug and citing all persons claiming any 
interest to appear and answer this Complaint, and on final hearing hereof t 
the said article be condemned and forfeited to the United States of America, 
and that the Marshal be directed to make such disposition of the article 
as to the Court may seem just and proper. 

Kenneth J. Highell 
United States Attorney 


Assistant United States Attorney 




.STATE 0? TEXAS 

couimr of 


) 

) 

) 


ROMAN J£. LONGORIA, JR. duly appointed employee 

and agent of the United States Food and I;rug Administration, Department 
of Uealth, Education, and Welfare, having been first duly sworn, deposes 
and says that he has read the foregoing Complaint for Forfeiture, and that 
the contents thereof are true and correct: that said article Is a drug 
which Is misbranded when Introduced Into and while in Interstate commerce 
within the r-eaning of 21 U.S.C. ns follows: 

352(b)(1) in that it falls to bear a label containing the. none and 
place of business of the manufacturer, packer, or distributor; 

352(b)(2) in that It fails to bear a label containing an accurate 
statement of the quantity of the concents In terms of weight, measure, or 
numerical count; 

352(e)(1)(A) (1) In that the label falls to bear the established name 
of the drug, if such there be; 

352(f)(1) in that its label falls to bear adequate directions for use 
and it 13 not exempt from such requirements since It Is a prescription drug 
subject to 21 U.S.C. 353(b)(1) and its labeling falls to bear, as required 
by regulations 21 CFF. 201.100 adequate information for its uae, including 
effects and any relevant hazards, contraindications, side, effects, and 
precautions under which practitioners licensed by law to administer the 
drug can use the drug safely and for the purposes for which It is Intended; 

352(j) in that the article Is dangerous to health when used orally; 
and * 

353(b)(4) In that because of Its toxicity or other potentiality for 
harmful effect, or the method of Its use, or the collateral measures necessary 
for its use, it Is not safe for use except under the supervision of a 
practitioner licensed by law to administer 3uch“ drug, and its label foils 
to bear the statement "Caution: Federal law prohibits dispensing without 
prescription". 

Said article is a new drug within the meaning of 21 U.S.C. 321(p)(1), 
which may not be introduced or delivered for introduction into interstate 
commerce pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 355(a), since no approval of an application 



filed pursuant to 21 C.S.C. 355(b) Is effective with respect to such drug 
and no notice of claimed Investigational exception pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 
355(1) and regulation 21 CFR 312.1 la on file for such drug. 


Roman E. Longoria, Jr. 

Food and Drug Administration 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO by the Said Roman E. Longoria, Jr. before me, 
tho undersigned authority, 'on this 13th day of September, 1977. 


Darlene Woodruff, Notary Public in and 
for the County of Dallas, Texas. 

My commission expires May 31, 1979. 







LAW OFFICES OF 


BRANTLEY PRINGLE 

LAWYERS mril.DLNG 
100 MA1H 8THKKI - BUITB A 
FORT WORTH. TEXAS T0103 


December ZO, 1977 


rnoMBi 

(BIT) ess.iiai 
(BIT) 333.5001 


The Honorable Eldon Mahon, Judge 
Federal District Court 
10th & Lamar Streets 
Fort Worth, Texas 7610Z 

RE: James Haas vs. U.S.A. ; Cause No. CA4-77-213 
Dear Judge Mahon: 

1 have heretofore sent to you a copy of Judge Bohanon's order 
and opinion in the Class Action Suit involving Laetrile. 

I also direct the Court's attention to the decision dated Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1977, of the Court of Appeal, 4th District, Division 1 of 
California in the case of People vs. Privitera, 141 Cal. Rptr. 764. 

1 enclose a copy of that Privitera opinion for the information of this 
court. 

These two cases, Rutherford vs. U.S.A. , and People vs. Fri- 
'vitera, amply sustain the proposition that neither the Food and Drug 
Administration nor the State of California may prohibit the use of 
Amydalin in the treatment of cancer without showing a compelling 
public reason for such prohibition. Both cases hold that there has 
been no showing of a compelling state interest in banning Amygdalin 
or Laetrile. 


BP/bgy 

Enclosure 

cc: Mr. William Johnson 

Assistant U. S. Attorney 

Mr. Paul Reagan 
Mr. Jim Haas 




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT-COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
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177; 


FORT WORTH DIVISION 



UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
VS. 

AN ARTICLE OF DRUG 
25,000 White Amygdalin 
Capsules 


I 

I CIVIL ACTION NO. CA 4-77-213 
X CIVIL ACTION MO. CA 4-77-251 

X 

X (CONSOLIDATED) 


ORDER 

United States v. Amygdalin Capsules , CA 4-77-251 was 
filed in this Court on September 13, 1977. Haas v. United States , 
CA 4-77-213 was filed August 2, 1977. These cases.involve . 
identical questions of law and fact. 

It is, therefore, ORDERED that these two cases be 
consolidated. F.R.C.F 42(a). The parties and attorneys are 
directed to make all future filings in these cases under the 
heading Jame s Haas v. United States , CA 4-77-213. 

It is further ORDERED that all discovery is to be 
completed on or before the 21st day of August, 1978, and shall not 
be extended beyond that date, nor reopened, except by an order 
■of the Court upon a showing of good cause. - 

This cause is set for trial on the merits for the 
week of September 25, 1978, if non-jury for the week of 
October 2, 1978, with a pre-trial conference to be held at' 

9:30 a.m. on the 12th day of September, 1978. 

A Pre-trial Order is to be prepared jointly by 
counsel for presentation to the Court at the pre-trial conference 
coverying all matters included in the instructions relative to 
pre-trial conferences in this Court. (A copy of these 
instructions may be obtained from the Clerk's Office.) 

If no pre-trial conference is needed, counsel shall 
submit to the Court a properly executed Pre-trial Order prior 
to the date of the scheduled conference. * 

Signed this ^ 0 day of December, 1977. 



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
TOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 

James Haa3 ) 

) 

va. ) 

) 

United States of America, ) 

Joseph A. Califano, Secretary ) 

of Health, Education, and Welfare. ) 
and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner ) 
of The Food and Drug Administration ) 

I 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

This is an action brought by plaintiff, James Haas, against the United 
States of America, Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration 
pursuant to his Motion to Return Property seized under a Search Warrant. 

The facts in this matter are as follows: 

Investigation by the Food and Drug Administration regarding the 
illegal distribution in interstate commerce of the widely touted cancer 
'"wonder" drug Laetrile, also known as amygdalin or Vitamin B-17 disclosed 
that plaintiff is involved in the receipt, distribution and sale of laetrile. 
Food and Drug investigation also revealed that plaintiff is involved in the 
illegal receipt, distribution and sale of at least two other drugs: (1) 
Pangamic acid (Provitamin B-15), promoted for the treatment of pulmonary 
and cardiovascular disorders, hepatitis, liver cirrhosis and as a detoxifier 
and tran3mithylating agent for cancer and, (2) Wobenzyro, promoted for the 
treatment of pulmonary disorders, bursitis and angina pectoris. 

Information regarding plaintiff's activities in the interstate 
distribution of these three drugs was set forth in the affidavit of 
Roman E. Longoria, Jr., Compliance Officer in the Dallas District of the 
Food and Drug Administration. The affidavit was presented to the Honorable 
Bailey F. Rankin, Federal Magistrate on July 25, 1977 who concluded that 
probable cause existed for believing that plaintiff was violating several 
provisions of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (hereinafter the "Act"). 

A search warrant authorizing search of and seizure at plaintiffs residence 
was thereupon issued by the Federal Magistrate. 


Civil Action No. CA4-77-213 
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The U.S. Marshal assisted by several Food and Drug Administration 
Inspectors accomplished the search of nod seizure at Plaintiff's residence on the 
the same date without incident. All items seized during the course of the 
search were properly inventoried and reported on the U.S. Marshal’s return. 

Plaintiff now seeks return of the property for reasons discussed hereinafter 
II 

RELEVANT STATUTORY PROVISIONS 

Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act [21 U.S.C. 301 et seq. ] 

Section 201 [21 U.S.C. 321 ] 

* * * 

(g)(1) The tern "drug" means (A) articles recognized 
in the official United States Pharmacopeia, official 
Homeopathic Pharmacopeia of the United States, or 
* official National Formulary, or any supplement to 

any of them; and (B) articles Intended for use in the 
diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treatment, or prevention 
of disease in man or other animals; and (C) articles 
(other than food) intended to affect the structura or 
any function of the body of man or other animals; and 
(D) articles intended for use as n component of any 
articles specified in clause (A), (B), or (C); hut does 
not include devices or their components, parts, or 
accessories. 

(p) The term "new drug" means — 

(1) Any drug ... the composition of which is 
such that such drug i9 not generally recognized, 
among experts qualified by scientific training 
and experience to evaluate the safety and effec¬ 
tiveness of drugs, as safe and effective for 
use under the conditions prescribed, recommended, 
or suggested in the labeling thereof, ... 

Section 301 [21 U.S.C. 331] 

The following acts and the causing thereof are hereby 
prohibited: 

* * * 

(d) The introduction or delivery for introduction 
into interstate commerce of any article in violation 
of section ... 505. (21 U.S.C. 355). 

Section 505 T21 U.S.C. 355 ] 

(a) No person shall introduce or deliver for intro- . 
duction into interstate commerce any new drug, unless 
an approval of on application filed pursuant to sub¬ 
section (b) is effective with respect to such drug. 



(b) Any person nay file with the Secretary an 
application with respect to any drug subject to 
the provisions of subsection (a) ... 

Section 702 [21 U.S.C, 372 ] 

(a) The Secretary is authorized to conduct examina¬ 
tions and investigations for the purposes of this 
Act through officers and employees of the Department 

or through any health, food, or drug officer or employee 
of any State, Territory, or political subdivision 
thereof, duly commissioned by the Secretary as an 
officer of the Department ... 

(b) Where a sample of food, drug, or cosmetic is col¬ 
lected for analysis under this Act the Secretary shall, 
upon request, provide a part of such official sample 
for examination or analysis by any person named on 

the label of the article, or the owner thereof, or his 
attorney or agent ... 

S ection 703 {21 U.S.C. 373 ] 

For the purpose of enforcing the provisions of this Act, 
carriers engaged in interstate commerce, and persons 
receiving food, drugs, devices, or cosmetics in inter¬ 
state commerce or holding such articles so received, 
shall, upon the request of an officer or employee 
duly designated by the Secretary, permit such officer 
or employee, at reasonable times, to have access to and 
to copy all records showing the movement in interstate 
commerce of any food, drug, device or cosmetic, or the 
holding thereof during or after such movement, and the 
quantity, shipper, and consignee thereof; and it shall 
be unlawful for any such carrier or person to fail to 
permit such access to and copying of any such record 
so requested when such request is accompanied by a 
statement in writing specifying the nature or kind of 
food, drug, device, or cosmetic to which such request 
relates ... 

Section 704 l21 U.S.C. 3741 

(a) For purposes of enforcement of this Act, officers or 
employees duly designated by the Secretary, upon pre¬ 
senting appropriate credentials and a written notice 
to the owner, operator, or agent in charge, are authorised 
(1) to enter, at reasonable times, any factory, warehouse, 
or establishment in which food, drugs, devices, or cos¬ 
metics are manufactured, processed, packed, or held, for 
. introduction into interstate commerce or after such in¬ 
troduction, or enter any vehicle, being used to transport 





or hold such food, drugs, devices, or cosmetics in 
Interstate commerce; and (2) to Inspect, at reasonable 
times and within reasonable limits and In n reasonable 
manner, such factory, warehouse, establishment, or 
vehicle and all pertinent equipment, finished and 
unfinished materials, containers, and labeling therein ... 


Ill 

ARGUMENT 

(a) The FDA Inspections Were 
Authorised By Statute And 
Did Hot Constitute Unlawful■ 

Searches And Seizures __ 

Plaintiff alleges that the seizure and detention of his property was 
illegal and unlawful for four reasons discussed hereinafter. 

(1) Plaintiff contends that the search warrant was issued upon the 
basis of evidence that was illegally obtained upon "unlawful inspection, 
search and seizure of material being shipped by common carrier." 

Section 704 of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (the Act), 21 
U.S.C. 374, authorizes warrantless inspections i.e., searches of and seizures 
at establishments in which drug3 are held after shipment in interstate commerce, 
including common carriers subject to the provisions of the Act. FDA Inspectors 
are permitted "to enter any ... establishment ... or ... vehicle being used to 
transport or hold ... drugs ... in interstate commerce; and (2) to inspect, 
at reasonable times and in a reasonable manner such ... establishment, or 
vehicle ... all pertinent equipment, finished and unfinished materials; con¬ 
tainers, and labeling therein." The Act authorizes officers caking inspections 
to obtain samples during the course oE each Inspection. 21 U.S.C. 372;374. 

The Government obviously must document the existence of an article 
subject to the Act by conducting physical inspections and, when necessary, 
taking physical samples. The article, after Its introduction Into interstate 
commerce, is no longer in the possession of the one who has introduced It. It 
follows, therefore, and the Act provides that inspection and sampling may be 
conducted either while the article is in transit or after it has reached its 
destination. 

Section 704 of the Act is clear in authorizing inspection and sampling 
during transit or at destination upon receipt of permission obtained from the 
person who has custody of the violative article of drug. Here the inspectors 


obtained permission from the custodian of the premises to inspect the offending 
article. Plaintiff's assertion that an illegal seizure of his property occurred 
prior to issuance of the search warrant is frivolous. Inspections of the offend¬ 
ing products and labeling were made pursuant to statutory provisions. Such 
actions were entirely proper for enforcement of the Act and the courts have con¬ 
sistently bo held. United States v. 75 Cases ... Peanut Butter ... [Old Dominion ) 
166 F.2d 124 (C.A. 4, 1944), cert. dan. 325 U.S. S56. United States v. Gnome . 
Bakers, Inc. , 135 F.Supp. 273 (S.D. N.Y., 1955); United States v. El Rancho 
Adolphus Products , 140 F.Supp. 645, 651 (H.D. Pa., 1956), aff'd 243 F.2d 367 
(C.A. 3, 1957), cert. den. 353 U.S. 976. 

(2) Second, Plaintiff contends that the search warrant obtained on 
July 25, 1977 was not based upon probable cause authorizing a search. Such a 
contention is without merit. Die affidavit of Compliance Officer Roman E. 
Longoria, attached to the warrant in question, establishes that there was no 
question whatsoever that Plaintiff’s prohibited activities in trafficking In 
unapproved drugs clearly satisfies the criteria for probable cause. Inasmuch 
ns Plaintiff does not challenge the facts therein, it is unnecessary to reiterate 
the details of James Haas’ illegal transactions which are aptly propounded in 
the Longoria affidavit. In essence, it is reported therein that investigations 
by the Food and Drug Administration disclosed that. Plaintiff James Haas has 
received, promoted, offered for sale and publicly acknowledged his commercial 
involvement in the distribution of unapproved new drugs including Laetrile (also 
known as amygdalin or B-17), pangamlc acid (also known as Vitamin B-15) and 
Wobenzym, all in violation of various provisions of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act including 21 U.S.C. 331(d) and 355. 

Plaintiff's naked assertion that probable cause was wanting in this matter 
is frivolous. Ho attempt whatsoever is made to support this charge. Plaintiff 
does not attack the reliability of Compliance Officer Roman E. Longoria, the 
accuracy of the facts recited therein by the affiant or allege that there was 
an abuse of discretion by the United States Magistrate who authorized Issuance 


of a search warrant. 




The facts and circumstances surrounding Plaintiff's Illegal actions as they 
were set forth In the Longoria affidavit, were more than adequate to satisfy the 
acceptable definition of probable cause, e.g. facts "... sufficient to warrant a 
man of probable caution to believe that the offense had been or was being commit¬ 
ted." Carrol v. United States ,. 267 U.S. 132, 45 S.Ct. 280, 69 L.Ed. 543 (1925). 
See also 5 Orfield, Criminal Procedures under the Federal Rules, Section 41.39. 
This definition recognizes that probable cause demands a lesser quantity of 
evidence than that essential for a conviction. The aforementioned definition 
of probable cause was applied in Draper v. United States , 358 U.S. 307, 79 S.Ct. 
329, 3. L.Ed.2d 327 (1959), which quoted with approval of the oft-cited language 
in Brinegar v. United States , 333 U.S. 160, at 175, 69 S.Ct. 1302, 93 L.Ed. 1879 
(1949), to the effect that probable cause implies non-technical probabilities 
and factual and practical consideration of everyday life on which reasonable 
and prudent men act. In Cersteln v. Pugh , 420 U.S. 103, 95 S.Ct. 854, 43 
L.Ed.2d 54 (1974) the Court was dealing with an arrest (rather than a search). 
However, the Cersteln Court noted that the standards governing probable cause 
in arrest are the same as in search. Mr. Justice Powell writing for the 
Court said: 


Both the standards and procedures 
for arrest and detention have been 
derived from the Fourth Amendment and 
its common-law antecedents. See Cupp 
v. Murphy. 412 U.S. 291, 294-295, [93 
S.Ct. 2000, 2003, 36 L.Ed.2d 900] (1973); 
Ex parte Bollman, [8 U.S. 75], 4 Cranch 
75, [2 L.Ed. 554] (1307); Ex parte 
Burford [7 U.S.] 3 Cranch 448 [2 L.Ed. 

495] (1806). The standard for arrest 
is probable cause, defined in terms of 
facts and circumstances "sufficient to 
warrant a prudent man in believing that 
the [suspect] had committed or was commit¬ 
ting an offense." Eeck v. Ohio, 379 U.S. 
89, 91 [85 S.Ct. 223, 225, 13 L.Ed. 2d 
142] (1964). See also Henry v. United 
States, 361 U.S. 98. [80 S.Ct. 168, 4 
L.Ed.2d 134} (1959); Brinegar v. United 
States, 338 U.S. 160, 175-176, [69 S.Ct. 
1302, 1310-1311, 93 L.Ed. 1879] (1949). 
Tills standard, like those for searches 
and seizures, represents a necessary 
accommodation between the individual's 
right to liberty and the State's duty 
to control crime. 420 U.S. at 111-12, 

95 S.Ct. at 861. 





In United States v. Nae9tas , 546 r.2d 1177, 1130 (C.A. 5, 1977) the 


i 




Court, citing United States v. Venestreaco , 380 U.S. 102, 85 S.Ct. 741; 13 L.Ed. 

2d 604 (1965), stated that "... it is axiomatic that an affidavit for search 
warrant is to be Interpreted In a common sense and realistic manner, and the 
magistrate's findings of probable causa should be sustained in doubtful or 
marginal cases." The facts, as reported in the Longoria affidavit, suggest to 
a prudent person that probable cause existed to justify issuance of a warrant 
and that this was not a marginal case. Plaintiff’s assertion that the warrant was 
issued without probable cause is spurious in view of the overwhelming evidence 
documenting James Haas' unlawful participation in the interstate distribution 
of illegal drugs. 

(3) Third, Plaintiff objects to the execution of the warrant, claiming 
that the officers and agents "... seized much more property than was authorized 
... and ... such search was therefore a general search in violation of the 
principle of law." This assertion is frivolous. The Search Warrant states,, 
in part, that the property subject to seizure at the residence of Plaintiff 
included ..." 


"Amygdalin (aka Laetrile and 
Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin 
tablets. Provitamin B-15 capsules 
(paugametin) and Wobenzym tablets, 
various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for 
processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, 
but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional 
materials, receiving and distribution 
records, and all business correspondence 
relating to the distribution and sale 
of said products, ..." 

The Marshal's return adequately describes the various materials seized 
during the course of this validly authorized search. An objective examination 
of this li3t demonstrates that each item thereon falls squarely within the 





perimeters of property authorized for seizure. Plaintiff's motion bears this 
out, for it fails to suggest a single item of property seized which was not 
within the ambit of the warrant. 

(4) Finally, Plaintiff alleges that the material seized during the course 
of the Baarch and seizure "was not contraband, but was instead legal property 
legally owned." 

Tills contention attacks the basis upon which the warrant was sought and 
upon which violations of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act will be presented 
to a grand jury and subsequently tried if a true bill is returned. At this stage, 
it is sufficient that the Longoria affidavit shows that James Haas has actively 
participated in the interstate distribution of Laetrile (B-17), Provitamin B-15 ■ 
and Wobenzym tablets; that Laetrile, B-15 and Wobenzym are not recognized by 
experts qualified by scientific training and experience to evaluate the safety 
and effectiveness of drugs as safe and effective in the cure, mitigation, treatment 
or prevention of diseases such as cancer, cardiovascular or pulmonary disorders 
or a host of other physical conditions for which they are widely and fraudulently 
sold. 

The Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, 21 U.S.C. 321(g)(1) defines the 
term drug to mean "... (B) Articles intended for use in the treatment or pre¬ 
vention of disease In nan ..." The classification of an article as a drug under 
subsection (b) of this section depends upon the intended usjs of the article. 

Kordel v. United States , 335 U.S. 345 (1948). 

The Government has shown in the Longoria affidavit and is prepared to 
further show at future legal proceedings that Laetrile, B-15 and Wobenzym are 
intended for use in the prevention and treatment of disease. In addition. Plaintiff 
has stated clearly in his Motion that he seeks a return of the seized articles 
because "the lives and hopes of terminal cancer patients" depends upon the return 
of this property. Presumably, Plaintiff intends to make reference to Laetrile, 
the most widely touted "miracle” drug which he promotes. Such an admission by 
Plaintiff as to the use and purported efficacy of thi3 material places the sub¬ 
stance squarely within the statutory definition of the term "drug." Also, the 
Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit in Rutherford v. United States . 542 F.2d 
1137, 1140 (C.A. 10, 1976), a case which is relied upon extensively by proponents 
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of Laetrile, stated in its opinion that "Unquestionably Laetrile is intended 
at least os a treatment of cancer, so the likelihood that Rutherford can demon¬ 
strate that it is not a drug at all appears slim." (Emphasis original.) 

Rutherford also recognizes that: (1) even a food "may be subjected to the 
requirements of the Act if it is used in the diagnosis, cure, mitigation, treat¬ 
ment or prevention of disease in man or animals" and (2) the "[i]ntended use is an 
important aspect in the determination whether it is a drug." (Id.) 

The term "new drug" is defined by 21 U.S.C. 321(p)(l), in pertinent 
part, as: 

Any drug ... the composition of which is 
such that such drug is not generally recog¬ 
nized among experts qualified by scientific 
training and experience to evaluate the 
safety and effectiveness of drugs, as safe 
and effective for use under the conditions 
prescribed, recommended, or suggested in the 
lnbeling, thereof ... 

This statutory definition i3 controlling regardless of any common or ordinary 
understanding or other meaning usually attributable to such words or phrases. 
United States v. An Article of Drug ... Bacto-Unidlsk , 394 U.S. 811 (1960); 

62 Coses ... Jam v. United States , 340 U.S. 593, 596 (1951); United States 
v. Forty barrels ... Coca Cola , 241 U.S. 265 (1916) (36 S.Ct, at 577). 

Any drug that is not generally recognized by qualified experts 
as safe and effective for its intended uses is a new drug and cannot be shipped 
in interstate commerce until the Information required by 21 U.S.C. 355(b) is 
submitted to the Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare in the form of a 
Hew Drug Application establishing that adequate and well-controlled investigations 
have been performed to show the drug is safe and effective, and such application 
is approved. 21 U.S.C. 355; 21 CFR 314.1. . Weinberger v. Uynson, Westcott & 
Dunning. Inc. , 412 U.S. 609 (1973). 

The Government is prepared to provide evidence establishing that no 
new drug applications are or were ever in effect with respect to Laetrile, 

B-15 or Wobenzym and that experts do not generally recognize these articles 
as safe and effective for any use. Being new drugs in violation of 21 U.S.C. 

355, they are illegal products. T yler Thamncal Distributors, Inc, v. 

United States Dep't. of Health, Education, and Welfare , 403 F.2d 95 (C.A. 7, 

1969); Rutherford v. AHA , 379 F.2d 641, 643 (C.A. 7, 1967), cert. den. 3S9 
U.S. 1043 (1963); AKP Inc, v. Gardner , 389 F.2d 825 (C.A. 2, 1968), cert. den. 
sub non. AH? Inc■ v. Cohen , 393 U.S. 825 (1968); United States v. Allan 
Drug Corp. , 357 F.2d 713 (C.A. 10, 1966), cert. den. 385 U.S. 899 (1966). 
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CONCLUSION 


For the foregoing reasons, Plaintiff's Motion should be denied. 


Respectfully submitted, 

KENNETH J. KICUELL 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


WILLIAM L. JOHNSON, JR. 

ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 


Of Counsel: 

STEPHEN H. McNAMARA 
Acting Chief Counsel 

EUGENE M. PFEIFER 
Associate Chief Counsel 
for Enforcement 

S. PAUL KAGAN 
Associate Chief Counsel 
for Enforcement 

Office of the General Counsel 
Food end Drug Administration 
Rockville, Maryland 20S57 


certificate: of service 

Thi3 is to certify that a copy of the foregoing Statement of 
Facts has been served by mail on Brantley Pringle, Attorney for 
Plaintiff, 101 f-iain Street, Fort Worth, Texas 76102 on this 30th 
day of September, 1977. 


William L. Johnson, Jr. 
Assistant United States Attorney 
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MOHNIE::* o.smicr Of n>»3 

- - ' FILED 

' j£P ?,6 1977> 

JOS^gL?f^g)^LERK 

12 / foEuia 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 

JAMES HAAS I 

I 

VS. I 

I 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, I 

JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE- J CASE NO, CA4-77-213 

TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION . ] ." ' 

AND WELFARE, and DONALD I 

KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF I 

THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI- \ 

STRATION I ... - 

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 



James Haas, Plaintiff ancl Movant in the above cause wherein United States 
of America, Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, 
and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration, are 
all Defendants, and files this his motion for preliminary injunction, requesting 
the Court to enjoin and restrain the Defendants, and their agents, employees, 
servants and representatives, from seizing Laetrile and conventional drugs, 
medicines, and books, papers and records from the Plaintiff, and his agents, 
employees and representatives. Plaintiff would show the Court the following 
under oath: ' 

1. 

Plaintiff filed this suit on August 2, 1977, seeking to recover title and pos¬ 
session of drugs, papers, enzymes, medicines, and affidavits, including per¬ 
sonal business records of this Plaintiff which were seized by representatives 
of the U. S. Marshall's office, representatives of the U. S. Attorney's office, 
and representatives of the Food and Drug Administration, and which were then 
and are now being withheld from this Plaintiff. 



( 


c 


2 . 

Plaintiff is actively engaged in the purchase and resale of drugs, enzymes, 
vitamins, and associated drug products, including Laetrile. Laetrile is also 
known as Amygdalin, and is sometimes known as Vitamin B-17. 

3, 

Amygdalin and Laetrile are one and the same drug and substance, and 
such medicine is customarily used in many parts of the world in the treatment 
of carcinoma, tumors, and other malignancies. Plaintiff also acts as importer 
on behalf of terminally ill patients suffering from malignancies to import Amygda 
lin from manufacturing sources, for the account of cancer victims for whom the 
American Medical Association offers no hope for recovery. Amygdalin has been 
and is being administered to Stage IV cancer patients with undisputed beneficial ' 
results, and victims of cancer depend upon available supply from the possession 
of this Plaintiff as their only hope for treatment for their malignancies. Unless 
this Plaintiff is able to supply Amygdalin to terminally ill cancer patients in 
this area, they will suffer discomfort, pain, deterioration of their health, and 
death. 

4. 

After this suit was filed, on or about September 14, 1977, agents, employees 
officers and representatives of the Food and Drug Administration, and of the De¬ 
partment of Health, Education and Welfare of the Government of the United States 
of America seized from the Greyhound Bus Station, Fort Worth, Tarrant County, 
Texas, one box of Vitamin B-17, 25,000 capsules of Amygdalin, and three 
boxes of Prune Lax. Plaintiff, James Haas, was and is the beneficial owner of 
said property and such seizure by tire Food and Drug Administration, and its em¬ 
ployees as agents of the United States of America, is in direct violation and con- 


- 2 - 



( 


( 


travention of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution which assures that pri¬ 
vate property shall not be taken for public use without just compensation. 

5. 

Immediate and irreparable injury, loss and damage will result to your 
Plaintiff if this Court does not, after notice and hearing, enjoin and restrain 
the Defendants as is hereinafter prayed. Without supplies and without mate¬ 
rial to serve terminally ill patients and fill their orders. Plaintiff may be 
forced out of his customary business of supplying vitamins, enzymes, drugs 
and medicants for his terminally ill cancer customers who require Amygdalin 
In addition to the injury of insolvency, bankruptcy, loss of business, and loss 
of property, it is probable that the terminally ill cancer patients will suffer 
pain, discomfort, deterioration of their health, and death because the Defen¬ 
dants have seized and withheld drugs and medicines which such patients ur¬ 
gently require. The fair market value of the drugs seized and detained by the 
government from Plaintiff is $25,000. 00. 

6 . 

Plaintiff prays that the Defendants be cited to answer this motion for prei 
liminary injunction, that after hearing this Court enjoin and restrain the offi¬ 
cers, agents, employees, servants and representatives of Defendants from 
seizing from the Plaintiff Amygdalin, enzymes, books, records, papers and 
accounts, vitamins, laxatives, and any conventional drug whose possession 
is not prohibited by state or national statutes. Plaintiff further prays that 
this Court fix reasonable security to be given by the Plaintiff, and that this 
Court order the Defendants to return to this Plaintiff the drugs, medicines, 
books, records, papers and accounts which have been seized and withheld by 
the Defendants, or pay the value thereof. 
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Respectfully submitted, ] 

Jjrantley Pringlcf /j 

Attorney for Plaintiff f/ 

101 Main Street v 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 




AFFIDAVIT 


THE STATE OF TEXAS I 
COUNTY OF TARRANT \ 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared 
James A. Haas, known to me to be the person whose name is subscribed here¬ 
to, and who, being by me first duly sworn, upon oath deposes and says that he 
is the Plaintiff in the foregoing pleading, and that the facts, allegations and 
events alleged therein are each and all true and correct. 

/ J&mes A. Haas, Plaintiff 



SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED by the said James A. Haas on this thc ^£V#y 

■3hy of September, 1977, to certify which witness my hand and seal of office. 

/ \ >■ 

! \ 1 l 


My Commission Expires: 






Brantley Pringle 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
10 1 Main Street 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 




( 


( 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I, Brantley Pringle, attorney of record for the Plaintiff, hereby certify 
that I have mailed a copy of the foregoing pleading on this the day of 


' 1977 - 


certified mail, postage prepaid, return receipt 

requested to each of the following addressees: 

Joseph A. Califano, Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare 
300 Independence Avenue, S. W. , Washington, D. C, 20201 


Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20852 


Griffin Bell, Attorney General, Department of Justice 
Constitution Avenue & 10th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20530 

Kenneth J. Mighell, U, S. Attorney 
310 U. S. Courthouse 
Fort Worth, Texas 76102 




JAMES HAAS 


VS. 


con&r 

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT- » 1 0,! '»'o O r,o, s 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXA^ j/ f S' 
FORT WORTH DIVISION ^ 

AUG ' l 6 m-, 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE¬ 
TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION 
AND WELFARE, and DONALD 
KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI¬ 
STRATION 


J OSEPH i 
G£_ 


Ds 


•puty 


CASE NO. CA4-77-213 


PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR A JURY TRIAL 


Now comes James Haas, Plaintiff in the above cause wherein the 


United States of America, the Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare; 
and the Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration are each De¬ 
fendants, and requests the Court to try the issues of fact in this case be¬ 


fore a jury in accordance with the Constitution and Statutes of the United 
States. ' 

Respectfully submitted, 

A / l 

Brantley Pringle / 

Attorney for plaintiff (j 
101 Main Street 

- Fort Worth, Texas 76102 

(817) 332-1131 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


To the Office of the United States Attorney for the Northern District 
of Texas at Fort Wordh as Attorney for the Defendants on this the Jin _ 

UnsfiJ:-. . 


day of 


l^U 


1977. 



Brantley Pringle 




SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION 


iTorttitrly l>. C- Torn* 



\ . 


Stmt pi* §>t zUb li.atrirl CEmiri 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS AT FORT WORTH 






CA4-77-213 

Civil Action File no._; 


James Haas 


Plaintiff 


SUMMONS 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRETARY OF 
HEALTH, EDUCATION AND WELFARE, 

I and DONALD KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER 

! OF THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 

Defendant 


To the above named Defendant 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon Brantley Pringle 


plaintiff’s attorney , whose address . 101 Main Street 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 


an answer to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, within 60 days after service of this 

summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment bv default will be 
.. ' ■ 1; / , 


taken against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 



.Joseph Mcelroy, jr. 

of Court. 

_ 

Deputy Clerk. 



Date: August 2, 1977 


[Sea! of Court] 




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS £ 

FORT WORTH DIVISION J °SEp^ f 


JAMES HAAS 


VS. 



CL Ef?X 


I 
.1 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, \ 

JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, SECRE- J 
TARY OF HEALTH, EDUCATION)! CASE NO. 
AND WELFARE, and DONALD I 
-KENNEDY, COMMISSIONER OF J 
THE FOOD AND DRUG ADMINI- J 
STRATION I 




CA4 
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213 


MOTION TO RETURN PROPERTY 
SEIZED UNDER A SEARCH WARRANT 


James Haas, a citizen and resident of Parker County, Texas, files 
this motion complaining of the United States of America, and the Food 
And Drug Administration, and Joseph Califano, Secretary of Health, Educa¬ 
tion and Welfare, and Donald Kennedy, Commissioner of the Food And Drug 
Administration, and files this motion to compel the named Defendants, and 
each of them, to return to your Plaintiff, James Haas, the material and 
properties and records seized in a search of this Plaintiff's home located 
at Route 8, Box 279-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive; Fort Worth, Texas, and 
would respectfully show the Court the following: 

1 . 

On July 25, 1977, the Honorable Bailey F. Rankin, as Federal 
Magistrate, in Cause No. 126M issued his warrant to search the pre¬ 
mises located at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, 
Texas. A copy of such warrant, is attached hereto and made a part here¬ 
of for all purposes. 

2 . 

On July 25, 1977, Roger L. Flesch, an agent and employee of 
the Federal Food and Drug Administration, Walter S. Layton, a Deputy 




U. S. Marshall, and John Sweeney, an Assistant U. S. Attorney, en¬ 
tered upon the Plaintiff's premises located at Arrowhead Drive in 
the northeastern part of Parker County, Texas, and seized and took 
possession of the personal property which is inventoried in the return 
on the search warrant, and which is made a part hereof for all pur¬ 
poses, and the Defendants, their agents and servants, now detain and 
withhold said property from the possession and control of this Plaintiff. 


3. ’ 

The seizure and detention of said property by the Defendants, and 
their agents and employees, are illegal and unlawful for each of the 
following reasons: 

1. The search warrant was issued based upon 
evidence illegally obtained by the govern¬ 
ment agents based upon unlawful inspection, 
search and seizure of material being shipped 
by common carrier. 

2. The search warrant was not based upon pro¬ 
bable cause authorizing a search. 

3. The officers and agents of the Defendants in 
executing the search warrant seized much 
more property than was authorized and di¬ 
rected by the warrant, and such search was 
therefore a general search in violation of 
the principle of law. 

4. The material seized was not contraband, 
but was instead legal property legally 
owned. 


4. . 

Plaintiff alleges that the seizure and detention of such materials, 
records and pharmaceuticals shown on the inventory of search is op¬ 
pressive and unlawful, and that the lives and hopes of terminal cancer 
patients depend upon the early return of such property to your Plaintiff. 



Plaintiff prays that the Defendants be cited, that this Court issue 
its show cause order, and that after early hearing the property described 
in the return on the search warrant be returned to the custody and pos¬ 
session of this Plaintiff. 

1/2/% {/ (s^A 

1 —*—■— 1 ■ ■ - r 

^Jrantley Pringle,' Attorney for 
James Haas, Plaintiff- | j 
101 Main Street ' ^ 

Fort Worth, Texas 76102 
332-1131 



✓n 

U • 4 

/ Mr-yy/ 


CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


I hereby certify that I have delivered a copy of the foregoing motion 
and complaint to the United States Attorney for the Northern District of 
Texas, and that I am mailing a copy of the summons and motion and com¬ 
plaint by certified mail to the Attorney General, to Joseph A. Califano, 
Secretary of Health, Education and Welfare, and to Donald Kennedy, 
Commissioner of the Food and Drug Administration, all in Washington, 

D. C. , on this day of August, 1977^ S 

J ' l 


P 


! hAfciXt^ i/hu/f/ 

i / 


. • - —p 

—Brantley Pringle! 




Initpxi £>latrs Hislrirt (Eourt 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of America 


Docket No. ■ 3-77 


VS. 

The premises located at Route 8 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas being the 
residence of James Haas 


Case No. X2 6M 


SEARCH WARRANT 


To any deputy United States Marshal 


Affidavit (s) having been made before me b 
Food and Drug Administration 


E. Longoria 




Compliance Office: 


that he has reason to believe that -f 1 . ' 

L on the promises known as J the premises located 

■at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly'described as a one 
story brick residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side. 


in the Northern District of Texas 

there is now being concealed certain property, nameiy a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetrili 

here describe property 

and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets. Provitamin 3-15 capsule* 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentaLities•for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing, said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
distribution and sale of said products, 

which are and do constitute evidence that said drugs had been introduce 
into, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


and as I am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
concealed on the person or premises above described and that grounds for application for issuance of the 
search warrant exist as stated in the supporting affidavit(s). 

You are hereby commanded to search within a period of_72_ _h.QU£S_ 

. (not to exceed 10 days) the person or place named for the property specified, serving this warrant 

. . . ,, .fin the daytime (6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.) 1 , .. , , . , 

and making the search i 1 ^ #xlaaaHca ^^ xa j g!a . } and if the property be found 

there to seize it, leaving a copy of this warrant and receipt for the property taken, and prepare a written 
inventory of the property seizin! and promptly return this warrant and bring the property before 
_JP®._as required by law. 

■ J>n(/« or 



.. JUL 2 5 1977 



Dated this 

day of 

,19 

BAlLibf V. RAH RIM 


^Tb* Fcdcnl Rules of Criminal Procedure pioridc: "TTx 
m the warrant, and lot r*^u»nable enut sbo* n, author Ltd 
sotubU £Au*e s hoo IJ tx trade us Ux aiJ idaviUs} if a search 


Ju^i* (frdxnd or St*i4 Court of Rtcordf or f*drtal V«|UAUr, 

U. S. Magistrate 

warrant shall bo wrred in the tUylime. units* the issuing authority, by appropriate pifriision 
ita cteemion at time* other than tljyUnx." (Rule 41(c)). A statement ot *rouadi for rei- 
U Us tx authorized “at any time day or flight’' pursuant la Rule 41(c). 


V 










RETURN 


I received the attached search warrant 
follows: 


, ID , and have executed it as 


On , 19 at o'clock M, I searched the person or premises do- 

. scribed in the warrant and 


JUine of pcraox. tciscbcd or o-vvct Of "al the p ** r o of tojch" 


1 left a copy of the warrant with- 

together with a receipt for the items seized. 

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant to the warrant: 


a // ( a c l><? <5/ S ife/" 


This inventory was made in the presence of 
and 


I swear that this Inventory iB a true and detailed account of all the property taken by me on the 


1 warrant. 


Subscribed and sworn to and returned before me this 


day of 


.,19 . 


federal UaflrtnU* 


l.LC 
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For m A.O. 93 (Ret. Apr. 19-1 ) 


Search Warrant 


-Hhiitrii §>tate District (Enurt 

FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of America 


Docket No. 3-77 


vs. 

The premises located at Route 8 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas being the 
residence of James Haas 

To any deputy United States Marshal 


Case No. 12 6M 


SEARCH WARRANT 


Affidavit (s) having been made before me by Roman E. Longoria, Compliance Officer, 
Food and Drug Administration 

that he has reason to believe that \ «,<, 1 • . . 

, b on the premises known as J the premises located 

at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly’described as a one 
story brick residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side. 


in the Northern District of Texas 

there is now being concealed certain property, namely a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetrile 

here describe property 

and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets, Provitamin B-15 capsules 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
distribution and sale of said products, 

which are and do constitute evidence that said drugs had been introduced 
intc, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


and as I am satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the property so described is being 
concealed on the person or premises above described and that grounds for application for issuance of the 
search warrant exist as stated in the supporting affidavit(s). 


You are hereby commanded, to search within a period of_72-JiOUXS_ 

(not to exceed 10 days) the person or place named for the property specified, serving this warrant 
, , . ., , f in the davtime (6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.)l , .. , . , . 

and making the search { WISKXitLK* } and lf the propcrty found 

there to seize it, leaving a copy of this warrant and receipt for the property taken, and prepare a written 
inventory of the property seized and promptly return this warrant and bring the property before 
_®®._as required by law. 

. . , , ; Federal fi+dgt ** 


JUL 2 5197? 

• Dated this day of 


•The Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure provide: "The 
In the warrant, and for reasonable caune shown, authorises 
so cable ciuk should be made in the affidavit^) if a search 


..-. 

Judge (Fedeilit'crS&iUt.’Ctitfilycd' orlFtdtra! Magistralt. 

U. S. Magistrate J 

: shall be served la the daytime, unless the issuing authority, by appropriate^provision 






RETURN 


I received the attached search warrant 
follows: 


, 19 , and have executed it as 


On , 19 at o’clock 

scribed in the warrant and 

I left a copy of the warrant with- 


M, I searched the person or premises de- 


name of person searched ou owner or "at the place of Search'* 


together with a receipt for the items seized. 

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant to the warrant: 

Sec a,'tt a c j\-e.c$ sAee/. , 


This inventory was made in the presence of 

and 

I swear that this Inventory is a true and detailed account of all the property taken by me on the 
warrant ... 


Subscribed and sworn to and returned before me this day of . ,19 




Federal Uajhtrala 







RHTU11N 


,1 receive^ the attached search warrant -75th of July , 19 77 , and have executed it as 
follows: 

On July 25th , 19 77 at 7:30 o'clock P M, I searched the person or premises de¬ 
scribed in the warrant and • 

1 left a copy of the warrant with_Hrl'lt._i_ 

name of perton tearched or owner or “at the p|ace of *earch“ 

together with a receipt for the items seized. 

The following is an inventory of property taken pursuant to the warrant: 

pc 4 beet /> jn/p£ f 


\ o 


o 


This inventory was made in the presence of Roger ITLerch, FDA 
arid "alter Leyton JUS' 


Gwen Gilbrenth FDA 


I swear that this Inventory is a true arid detailed accounMrl all the property taken by me on the 
warrant. J/' /? Clint T. J^cpir" t'CM 


Subscribed and sworn to and returned before me this day of ■ *** //j 



IT IS ORDERED that Deputy U.S. Marshal Rodney Sissora deliver all property taken on 
the foregoing warrant to Roman E. Longoria, Compliance Officer of the Food and Drug 
Administration to be retained by him as special bailee for possible use as evidence 
and for such other use or disposition as may be provided by law. 


Date: July 26, 1977 



Bailey F. Rarikin, United States Magistrate 


/ 



FDA Return 


On July 26 , 1977 received the seized property which is listed on this 
inventory, 8 t 211 U.S. Courthouse, Fort Worth, Texas, from Deputy'll.S. 
Marshal Rodney Sissom, pursuant to order from U.S. H a g. Baillev Rankin 



Roraan E. Longoria(_ 
Conplianee Officer 
U.S. Food Drug Adm. 
Dallas, Texas 


o 




A.O. 104 <RgV- Apr. I>7)1 


Affidavit for 
Search Warrant 


limtpfr 01ata Sistrirt (Hour! 


FOR THE 

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 


United States of • merica 
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Docket 
Case 


VS. 

The premises located at Route 8 
Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas being the 
residence of James Haas 


AFFIDAVIT FOR 
SEARCH WARRANT 


BEFORE Bailey F. Rankin 

Name of Judge 1 or Federal Magistrate 


Dallas, Texas 

Addreaa of Judge 1 or Federal Magistrate 


The undersigned being duly sworn deposes and says: 

That he has reason to believe that the p rem j S e S *known as) the premises located 
at Route 8, Box 379-K, 324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Wgrth, Texas being 
the residence of James Haas, more particularly described as a one 
story brick residence located at the above address with a mailbox 
at the front of said residence bearing the number 379-K on the front 
flap and the name HAAS on the side, 


in the Northern District of Texas 

there is now being concealed certain property, namely a stock of Amygdalin (aka Laetrile 
and Vitamin B-17) ampules, amygdalin tablets, Ruo‘v<ib3»»n!' B-15 capsules 
(pangametin) and Wobenzym tablets, various paraphernalia used as the 
means and instrumentalities for processing, repacking, holding and 
distributing said products including, but not limited to all written, 
printed and graphic matter, promotional materials, receiving and 
distibution records, and all business correspondence relating to the 
^^^jibution and sale of said products, 

and do constitutfe«^v«i^Sfl 9 Sun<fe 1 R^fe,,c§§ni 4 iz^ugs had been introduced 
into, or delivered for introduction in, interstate commerce while said 
drugs were new drugs for which there are no new drug applications in 
effect in violation of 21 USC 331(d), 355 and 333 


And that the facts tending to establish the foregoing grounds for issuance of a Search Warrant 
are as follows:’ see attached affidavit made a part hereof 


_ 

' /) S>tnat}/i of Affiant. 

Cj>X)fAiJMc£. _ _ 


Official Title, If any. 







IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 


FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS 
FORT WORTH DIVISION 


State of Texas ) AFFIDAVIT 

County of Tarrant ) v 

Roman E. Longoria, Jr., being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am a Compliance Officer with the U. S. Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA), Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, 

Dallas District, 3032 Bryan Street, Dallas, Texas. As such I have 
custody and knowledge of all reports, records, and facts compiled by 
FDA's Dallas District regarding FDA's investigations of the illegal 
commerce in Texas of amygdalin, also known as laetrile and Vitamin B-17; 
pangamic acid, also known as Provitamin B-15, and Wobenzym. 

2. Amygdalin (laetrile) is being.promoted for the prevention and 
treatment of cancer. Pangamic acid (Provitamin B-15) is promoted for the 
treatment of atherosclerosis, emphysema, pulmonary fibrosis, hepatitis, 
liver cirrhosis, and as a detoxifier and transmithylating agent for cancer 
Wobenzym is being promoted for the treatment of diseases such as acute and 
chronic bronchitis, bursitis, broncopneumonia, emphysema, and angina 
pectoris. These drugs are not generally recognized as safe and effective 
for their intended use and there are as of July 25, 1977 no approved 

New Drug Applications on file with FDA for any use for any of 
these drugs. The products are therefore new drugs as defined by 
section 201(p) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 321(p)) which cannot be shipped in, or introduced for 
shipment in, interstate commerce unless approved New Drug Applications 
as required by section 505(a) of the Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act 
(21 U.S.C. 355(a)) are in effect. 

3. Investigations have revealed that James Haas, doing business 
as Metabolics Products, Route 8, Box 379' K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108, is 
involved in the receipt, distribution and sale of amygdalin (laetrile), 
pangamic acid (Provitamin B-15), and Wobenzym. The location which has 
been identified as being used for the receipt, holding, and distribution 
of these drugs is as follows: 
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Route 8, Box 379 K 
324 Arrowhead Drive 
Fort Worth, Texas 

This is a brick house in a residential neighborhood, 
which I observed on July 24, 1977. 

4. On March 24, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to 

-statutory authority examined a two carton air freight shipment 
consigned to James Haas, c/o Continental Will Call DFW Regional 
airport. These cartons were shipped by J.F.S. Co.,'368 Walsh, 

Atherton, California. The consignment contained ampules labeled 
"Amigdalina *** Cyto Pharma de Mexico." (laetrile). The cartons 
were picked up at DFW airport by a woman in a brown Ford station 
wagon bearing Texas license plate numer CLB829. The cartons 
were taken to a house at 760 Briarwood Lane, Hurst, Texas. 

5. James Haas is a known promoter and distributor of laetrile. 
In the April 7, 1977 issue of The Sunday Observer (Fort Worth, Texas), 
Mr. Haas reportedly said he has supplied laetrile to cancer patients 
and doctors. He is quoted as saying "No, I'm not a bootlegger. I don't 
smuggle anything. I buy from people in the U.S. and pay for it just 
like any other businessman. How they import it or pay duty on it, I 
have no control over it." 

6. In the June 14, 1977 issue of the Dallas Morning News , Mr. 
James Haas is reported to have said that for the last two years he has 
been supplying laetrile to physicians and patients in the Dallas area. 

7. On June 30, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a two carton shipment consigned to Jim Haas, 

Route 8, Box 379 K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment 

which was shipped via United Parcel Service (UPS) by Metabolics 
Associated, 3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach-, Florida 
33405, contained unlabeled round white tablets, single scored on 
one side. These tablets are similar in appearance to tablets 
which FDA has previously analyzed and are believed to be Amygdalin 
(laetrile). 

8. On July 1, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a package consigned to Jim Haas, Route 8, Box 379 K, 
Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment which was shipped via 

UPS by Metabolics Associated, 3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm 
Beach, Florida 33405, contained unlabeled round, orange colored, 
coated tablets. 
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'9. On July 1, 1977, Mr. Haas delivered to UPS for introduction 


into'interstate commerce in violation of section 301(d) and 301(a) 

[21 U.S.C. 331(d) and 331(a)] a consignment cff pangamic acid (Provitamin 
B-15) capsules. This product, which bore the Krebs Laboratories, San 
Francisco, California label, was consigned to Metabolics, Inc., 

3030 South Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida 33405. This ship- 

-ment was examined by FDA investigators pursuant to statutory authority 

\ ^ 

at UPS, Fort Worth, Texas. 

10. Conversations by FDA investigators with personnel of 
Control Sales Company disclosed that in July 1977 James Haas 
offered to sell amygdalin (laetrile) to Control Sales Company, 

' ' 3616 Dividend Street, Garland, Texas 75042. In conjunction with this 

offer, Mr. Haas provided Control Sales Company with a price list and 
order form. The first three items listed on both the order form and 
price list are amygdalin (laetrile). Both forms bear the letterhead 
of Metabolics Products, Route 8, Box 379 K, Fort Worth, Texas 76108. 

The order form lists several other illegal products such as Vitamin B-15 
and Wobenzym. 


o 


11. On July 7, 1977, FDA investigators pursuant to statutory 
authority examined a one carton shipment consigned to Jim Haas, 

Route 8, Box 379 K. Fort Worth, Texas 76108. The consignment 

which was shipped via UPS by Metabolics Associated, 3030 South 
Dixie Highway, West Palm Beach, Florida 33405, contained round, 
orange colored, coated tablets labeled as "Wobenzym ***. Mucos- 
Emulsionsges, mbH 8022 Grunwald bei Munchen." Inserts in the packages 
which are written in a foreign language make claims for the treatment of 
numerous illnesses, some of which are acute and chronic bronchitis, 
bursitis, broncopneumonia, emphysema, and^angina pectoris. The tablets 
and packaging materials in this shipment were similar in appearance 
to those described in paragraph 8 herein. 

12. On July 21, 1977, an FDA investigator examined a one carton 
shipment consigned to Metabolic Products, Inc., 324 Arrowhead Drive, 

Fort Worth, Texas 76108. This consignment which was shipped via UPS 

in interstate commerce by Vitacorp, P. 0. Box C, Mosinee, Wisconsin 54455 
contained 100 vials of 50 tablets each. The tablets were round, yellowish 
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white co r lor, with the letters USPI stamped on one side and single scored 
on the other side with the numbers 325 above the score and 500 below the 
score. The USPI logo is known by FDA laboratory analysis to be 
stamped on laetrile tablets by a clandestine laboratory in Wisconsin. 
There was no labeling on the vials or in the carton. Tablets with 
exactly indentical printing and scoring have been analyzed by FDA 
laboratory in New York as laetrile. Conversations t of FDA investiga¬ 
tors with UPS officials in Fort Worth indicate that this shipment 
will be delivered to the residence of James Haas, Rt. 8, Box 379-K, 

324 Arrowhead Drive, Fort Worth, Texas on 7-25-77. 



Kl 

ROMi 


Man 




Or. 


E. LONGORIA, Jj*. 
Compliance Officer^-' 

Dallas District 

Food and Drug Administration 
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4.' OF NQ. . 5. .J D-T A 

fe. coupi 

ry 

7.DATE COLLECT 

ft. COMM CGDEio. 

71-5 | £ ,HM 

1 O.ii. P ROJ 

b. HOURS 

«‘1. DATA CON T RQ L NO. 




7/27/77 

1. 

i ♦ 

’• V;nb10-0b1 

12. KliL A TED SPL, p" 

77-32-702/6 

13- PC 

1 4. COLL 140. 

VS. SPLIT! G DIST. 

16. COLL'S DIST 

2. 

2. 

2. 

1 

_ 

137 



Dalian 

3. 

■ s - 



2. TV Pi* SAMP l E 


iMPLu.NUMaen 

i? -32-791 


17. PRODUCT NAME-AND IDENTIFICATION (Quote pertinent labeling including firm name and address ) 

Round, bi-convex, beige colpred tablets in unlabeled amber colored glass bottle. 
Bottle has white sticker on the bottom bearing no. 760422. 


10. REA SO N 'FO R C O L L E C Tl ON (Indicate analysis needed dt document assignment* 

Include CP No* and/or Assignment No* if applicable*) 

Product seized on 7/25/77 pursuant to search warrant 
#3-77 126M. 


1 9 MFC C ODES ( Labels f pkg,shippin£ containers.)] 

760422 


20. MANUFACTURER (Name,address 4 ZIP) 1 21 • SHIPPER (Name,address 4 ZIP) 


Unknown 


Unknown 


22 .DEALER (Name,address,ZIP&telephone) 


Residence located at 
Rt. 8 Box 379K 
Fort Worth, Texas 


2J/SIZE OF LOT FROM WHICH SAMPLED j 

24. EST VALUE - 

25. J 

r re:ceipt issued 

28.date SHIPPED a. DOCREF 

' . . ; 

2/100 tablet bottles j 

Unknown 

-E.D47 2 

FD 48 4 

NON E 




I7ICT 



27. DESCRIPTION OF SAMPLE AND METHOD OF COLLECTION (Number and Size of units, etc.) 

1/100 tablet bottles 


28. HOW PREPARED 

Sticker placed on bottle and ident. 


20. COLL IOENT ON PKG AND /OR LABEL 

77-32-701 7-27-77 REL 


30. COLLECTOR'S IDENTIFICATION ON SEAL 

Not sealed 


31. SAMPLE DELIVERED TO 

Patricia Williams, 

Chemist: 

32. DA TE DELIVERED 

7/27/77 

33. LAB 

Dallas 

34. LAB W/SPLIT SAMPLE 

35. ORIG C/R & RECORDS TO 

Q 
</> u 

Oz 

a. INVOICE NO. AND DATE 

_ 1 

b. SHIPPING RECORD (B/L.F/B,Waybill, Altldavlt, etc.) NO. AND DATE 


C* OTHER DOCUMENTS (Affidavits from dealers, etc*) SIGNER'S NAME AND DATE 


37. REMARKS (If additional space is needed, attach Form FD 464 a, C/R Continuation Sheet) 

2/100 tablet bottles were seized 1 . Only 1/100 tablet bottle delivered to lab for 
analysis. Other bottle identified same way, but kept with rest of seized material. 


38. CONSUMER COMPLAINT NO. 

39. AMT. $ 

40. 704(d) SPL 


CREO. CD. C V B 

Y ES NO 


! n [7i n n 

Cl Cl 


9 ^ 


OLLEC TO QTTvJO<-i 

. ' C- /■>' 

Roman E. T.nngnHn. Jc 


nd signature) 


FORM FO -16-f 15-76) 


COLLECTION REPORT 


sample record COPY 1 




ANALYST WORKSHEET 


a. DATE HEO'O A, RECEIVED FROM / 

—. i n 'JJ / A 



B - NET P1 NO t applicable declared/unit 
MN. ■ |C Y 


con- 

TENTS UNOT DETERMINED AMOUNT POUND 
_UNITS EXAMINED *fc OF DECLARED 



ilGINAL (S) SUBMITTED 


COPIES SUBMITTED 


NOT APPLICABLE 


10. SUMMARY OF ANALYSE 

—»’-v „ 




c^JU. : A//y^ 










CjtAj-Csh** 


AJ //4 


,cSL^u^ . }o mil . Lta &oi 3 - 

ofcjir^ ^ ^ 

- Aw£fi,V t~. 


- Tlo cwvtoock.U-^ 



12. METHOD/CALCULATION 


13. ANALYST(S) SIGNATURE 



14. PROGRAM DATA OPERATIC ^ | j NO OF (A) 0 MACROSCOPIC 

»C EMP NO. HOURS HIA/DCC NO. PMS EXAMS (M) 0 MICROSCOPIC 




-;Ldzk 


KOUM PD 431 |IO/74( 


PREVIOUS EDITION IS OBSOLETE. 


(X) Q X-RAY 

(F) Q FIELD EXAM 

(P) 0 PHY EXAM 

(O) 0 BACT 

(O) 0 ORGAN 

< C ’0' CHEM 

|N) 0 W/O ANAL 


15. DATE REPORTED 

7T/S /S 7 


PAGE OF . PACES. 

/ 7 























v/s--/>S'- > />?- 6.3 ^ 


/9 5 i/^j J^° /S 'hnyjcJ/y-//i^ 7y A. ’//?/? 


77-32-yc/ 
fovO 
~?/j. y/ > ? 


^//5 dJ^J? 


3 /, 0 3 / 3 

CpO. OOO OjA/7ws 779-/?i? ( Jq J . ......... 

/ • 6? 3 ( 3 AJe./ O-f X O /> 5 » 6/r 7 . . .. . 

/. C 3/<T y^X <L rr^T^' 0.3J63j«*~< y/TfSjtf 
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3 6/*■ /’s yi/t k*/ 3) 

j 




po*> r «- ^<3 /?'*-’/ 5s *?c'-e {Po-,-/,trr, 


*/ CL&Tvyitr?' 7^ 
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// /J3 3 

//, *39/ yAOsr) A //?/?(£ 


. /*T V Z. 

// / ¥33 y /L^yy < - - ^ 


/EsH^/wyA}7/'(s 9/j/rt 

cs yOiluJi*. u*3 

^CvSt/fO 7 ty 7/6*/ y y 


7v?*e<z. 


W-/*, 


" K 

^s/c/vy> h- /, r~s*£ £M$&- c^ - /^/dT^. - c/f, fa/* ) 

d y? 3x^X2 ^ V/r//? -£?£*. .— 

yjLAJu~$$j ~ ^ Ck^-a ~zhP-^ /^-/yyy 7^/1^, 

XXX< ^ ^ ~ 7r /’/ )/y7 • 





.Ai-^^cr-v^. ^ . <P” "fe" ^5^ . ^ 


j op YY\ 










SWEEP OFFSET (Hi): 
SPECTRUM AMPIITUDE: 


SPINNING RATE (RPS) 


. .fS-S ... 
_ JV-ft- . 
- - 


analytical instrument division 


SWEEP TIME (SEC): 1 50 IgS 

SWEEP WIDTH (Hi)/ 

FILTER: RTTHT^TT 

RF POWER LEVEL:_ Q ,Q 7S>- 


W 1 . 


PPM | t ) 
AUTO □ ' 


JCCO J (250) 
3; ( 500 ) 

•J i < t) 

- i (.05) 


□ | SAMPLE: I REMARKS: \ ~ 

.) 17 7-3 r ( J, Y^‘ 

') ' / vv r ^V’ v 

I) ! SOLVENT^ 5^ - y 3/2 ^ 

60 MHl NMR ^ V 

OPERATOR: . £1^4^ (-Q ?.& ) - -..SPECTRUM NO_ J _ _ 

6/T J' 






















SWEEP OFfSET (Hz): 
SPECTRUM AMPLITUDE 
INTEGRAL AMPLITUDE 
SPINNING RATE (RPS) 


-AM:.'? 

-- sy- 




SWEEP TIME (SEC): LgJggT 

SWEEP WIDTH (Hz )y^ Eilig 

FILTER: PH * III 4 I » I - I 

RF POWER LEVEL: 


DATE:.. ?/*?A y- 



AUTO □ 
(SSO) 
(S00) 

. ( *) 

(. 05 ) 


I PIE: 

7 7-Ju- 70 / 


it- 7?/Z>i(. -v.v.- //)Ccs7c , aj £ 'd(. 


5s>/>y>b (/^ 

/?7y\y'j q/^i // a 


60 MHi NMR 


C<5/*) 

OPERATOR:. L&*C( 0 7(y) . .SPECTRUM 




























7-0 


5.0 


3.0 


2.0 

REMARKS: 


8.0 


SWEEP OFFSET (He): . Q_ 

SPECTRUM AMPUTUDE: .kSA _ 

INTEGRAL AMPLITUDE; _ 

SPINNING RATE (RPS): -'Sjy'. . . 



varian 

analytical instiument division 


6.0 

5. 

MANUAL 

SWEEP TIME (SEC); 

LisH' /cot, 

SWEEP WIDTH (Hi); 

| 25 ] SO ]j C>o|j3o|iOoJ 

FILTER; 1 *H *1 J M M « PTH 

RF POWER LEVEL:_ 

a-oyxr:.. _ 


DATE;- irz/.S./x?- 


PPM ( I I 


AUTO □ 


(« 0 ) 

(500) 

( 1 ) 
(.05) 


SAMPLE; , 

77-3 at-70/ 


SOLVENT. - /L’oB 

(_3/<l) 


r. 


60 MHz NMR 
SPECTRUM NO. 


OPERATORi 





















3.0 


2.0 


AUTO □ 
(250) 
(500) 

( 

(.05) 


lot"073037" 


^ ^U^nT' 

^ 0~r) £j 1 /?" iM-obd-* 


OPERATOR;. CU$A./.0.7i) 


60 MHz NMR 
SPECTRUM NO, 

















Sample description to accompany samples 77-32-701/706. 

One clear plact-ic bag identified "77-32-701/706 7-28-77-PW" and FDA 
sealed "77-32-701/706 7-28-77 Patricia A.. Williams." containing 6 bottles 
individually identified: 1) "77-32-701 7-27-77 PW 20 tablets" 2) "77-32-702 
7-27-77 PW 4 tablets" 3) "77-32-703 7-27-77 PW 20 capsules" 4) "77-3^-704 
7-27-77 PW 20 tablets" 5) "77-32-705 7-27-77 PW 15 tablets" 6) "77-32-706 
7-27-77 PW 1 tablet". 







x 7.-32-702 


3 I 1 -I3D310—05*1 


Product in unlabeled clear plastic vials.with white cap. 

Product is round yellow tablets, convex on one side with the numbers " 500" stamped 
on that side, and flat' on the other side, with a pine tree logo and a single score 

through the logo. 


18. REASON FOR COLLECTION (Indicate analysis needed <1 document assignment, 
7nc/ude CP No, and/or Assi^rynent No* if applicable,) 


1© MFG CODES (Labels,pkg f shipping containers) 


Laetrile investigation. Product seized on 7-25-77 pursuant none observed 
■to seizure warrant •# 3-77 126m. 


20. MANUFACTURER (Na me address & ZIP) [21. SHIPPER (Namo t addreas 4 ZIP) 


22. DEALER (Namc^addre8a t ZIP&ztelephone) 


Residence 

324 Arrowhead Dr, 

■pt.Worth, Texas 76103 


23. Size OF LOT FROM WHICH S 

1-25 tablet botti 



24. EST VALUE 

n/a 



28.DATE SHIPPED & DOC REF 

n/a 


27. OESC RIP TION OF SAMPLE AND METHOD OF COLLECTION (Number and size of units, etc,) 

Sample consist of 12 tablets placed in a whirlpai; bag and ident. 


j 29 ’containing tablets ident. and hand carry to Patricia Williams, Chemist. 
Original bottle ident. 


30. COLLECTOR’S IDENTIFICATION ON SEAL 

not sealed. 


Jt. SAMPLE DELIVERED TO .. ./. 

Patricia Williams 
Chemist 


32. DATE DELIVERED 33. L A B 

7-27-77 Dallas 


3 A. LAB W/SPLIT SAMPLE 38. O Rl G C/R & RECORDS TO 

Dallas 


b. SHIPPING RECORD (B/L.F/B,Waybill, Affidavit, etc.) no. Ar 


OTHER DOCUMENTS (Affidavits from dealer ite.) SIGNER'S NAME AND DATE 


37. REMARKS 

(II oc/ciifiona/ space is n 

1- 25 t: 

/inlet 

bet tie v.r 

tablets 

(13) 

were kepi 




FORM FI3 46-1 (5 ‘76) 
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COLLECTION REPORT L. 

SAMPLE RECORO COPY 1 








































ANALYST WORKSHEET 


Qg»i 
□ — 


2, SAMPLE NUMBER 

-77-777^,7- 


3. DAT £ REC'D 

?-7>77 


4.RECEIVED FRO.M ) 

-t- Hi -/) -ix 

(~]intacY 




ii. TYPE.OF ANALYSIS 
Qchcck Qaod. 


G. DISTRICT OR DIVISION 


DAL 


7a. sample seals 


( [broken 


QtCTone 


b. , DESCRIPTION OP SAMPLE 




i 7U- ^ __ _ _ 

7-.^'7-77 Xr7 .rr.J-jjzdl.J~', JA l ’ L fc£&6, su^tp^A - 


8. 'NET 
CON¬ 
TENTS 



Qw^T applicable declared/unit 
Qnot determined amount found 

UNITS EXAMINED OF DECLARED 

1 ... I 

10. SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS 


— J_I_L= 

10. SUMMARY OF ANALYSIS A 

A _ _ 7 y? /j 


QORIGINAL IS) SUBMITTED 

l~l _ COPIES SUBMITTED 


r^flONE 


O 


OT APPLICABLE 


M ^7^ '■ 

'v/7' ' T 1 '' 

T7TY7- • f2*6mh^ 

t?"^*****- =*>■ ^ s7*6~. 


Tl. RESERVE SAMPLE a / 

7y// /w^-7^7' 

./h.jj,A."~n-3J-D2 8-4m Cf&kzzrZ 

L^^ ri r^p f ^ r_y>-7 \JfjT~ 

x. — / <?-7v / Ols-J-- 1 _ — tJxt/J} 

"Tm-iox ' 

t+U. CtJvA-^Ur-Jxul Jk&jjM 1 

"Tn2-ici 1-Jcm (ftO^ n 

OA^niS^f y'|LtY.\7lU’P'. i-h7'.i7^ ?“4~TT . 

12. METHOD/CALCULATION 

CHECK 

777 ' ■ ^ 3 'y*- r #?/., 1 

-1 ~ -: —-S&=*- 1 1 *" 1 Ivi e T MTT[3- 


|PC EM R NO. HOURS 
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|M) □ 

<*>□ 

IF) □ 

IP) □ 

(O) □ 

10) □ 

(C) 0-^CHEM 
(N) Q W/O ANAL 


MICROSCOPIC 
X-RAY 
FIELD EXAM 
PHY EXAM 
bact 

ORGAN 


OATH mi PORT ED 

£ -7-7‘7 
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i . 


7 0 2., 


TIME 1405~ 

SAMPLE NO 7 0 2 

PROGRAM NO 1 

RUN PARAM 
I N I T P K W D T H 1 . 


M I NT 

PK SIZE 

10 0 0 

SENS ITIVITY 

1 

TIMED 

EVENTS 


TYPE 

T I M E 

VALUE 

2 

0.00 


3 

9.00 


... 1 

13.00 


NO 

TIME 

AREA 

HEIGHT 

1 

11.14 

2 3 5 4 0 0 


784 5 


TOTAL 295400 


CALC PARAM 
TYPE CALC 3 

TYPE RESULTS 2 

SYS FACTOR 0.1 

MIN REPORT O . 


IDENT PARAM 
CAL TABLE NO 1 


TIME REF PEAKS 


MIN VALUE 5000. 

PCT WINDOW 3. 

MIN WINDOW 0.2 

UNK FACTOR O. 

CAL TBL PCT UPDATE 
NORMAL RUN 10. 


EXTERNAL STANDARD 
NO TIME AMOUNT 

IP 11.14 0.7902 



(To. 7 90O 


TOTAL 






c 


. I i 


date 

TIME 



SAMPLE NO 702 .^ 

PROGRAM NO 1 


CALC PAPA M 
TYPECALC 3 

TYPE RESULTS 2 

SYS FACTOR 0.1 

M IN REPORT 0 .- 

I DENT PAR AM 
CAL TABLE NO 1 

TIME REF PEAK'S 
MIN VALUE 5000. 

P C T WINDOW 3 . 

' MIN WINDOW 0.2 

UNK FACTOR 0. 

CAL TBL PCT UPDATE 
NORMAL RUN. 10. 


c r 

EXTERNAL STANDARD 
N'O TIME AMOUNT 



CALIBRATE TABLE 1 

TYPE CALIBRATION 2 

TYPE FACTORS 2 

5 0 . 

NO TIME AMOUNT 
FACTORS 
10.3 
37380 . 


1 R 11.23 





u:j 

DATE B : 7 7 

TIME 1345 

SAMRLE NO 2. 

PROGRAM NO 1 

CALC PARA tv'. 

TYPE CALC 3 

TYPE RESULTS 2 

SYS FACTOR 0.1 

MIN REPORT 0 . 


IOENT P A R A M 
CAL TABLE NO' 
TIME REF PEAKS 


1 


W IN VALUE 
P C T W I N D 0 w 
M I N W I N D 0 W 
U N K FACTOR 
CAL T 3 L PCT 
NORMAL RUN 


500 0 . 

3 . 

0.2 

0 . 

UPDATE 

1 0 . 


•EXTERNAL STANDARD 
NO TIME AMOUNT 

1R 11.19 0.8119 

TOTAL (^oTsTTd' 

2y*.-£L- 

N0 TIME AREA 
1 11.19 303520 



T V D r f ■** t r, r.' .? 
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DATE 2 AUG IT 

TIME 1452 

SAMPLE NO 7 0.2 

PROGRAM NO 1 

RUN P A R A M 
I N I T P K W D T H 1 . 


M I N 

PK SIZE 

1000 . 

SENSITIVITY 

1 . 

TIMED 

EVENTS 


TYPE 

TIME 

VALUE 

2 

0.00 


3 

9.00 


1 

13.00 


N 0 

TIME 

AREA 

H'E ! 3 H T 

1 

11.03 

3 0 14 C> 4 

B 0 2 5 

TOTAL 


3 0 14 64 


CALC 

PAPA M 



TYPE 

C alc 

3 


TYPE 

RESULTS 

2 


S Y S 

FACTOR 

0 . 

1 

M I N 

REPORT 

0 


I DENT 

P A R A VI 



CAL 

TABLE ■! 0 

1 


TIME 

REF PEAK 

3 


M I N 

VALUE 

30 0 0 

. 

PC T 

WINDOW 

3 

. 

M I N 

WINDOW 

0 . 

2 

UN K 

FACTOR 

0 

. 

CAL 

TBL PCT UPDAT 

c 


NORMAL RUN 1 0 . 


EXTERNAL STANDARD 
NO TIME AMOUNT 

1 R 11. 03 0.0 0 4 



CALIBRATE TABLE 1 

type calibration 2 
TYPE FACTORS 2 

5 0 . 

NO TIME AMO U '■! 

FACT 0 R 

1R 11.19 10.3 

3 73 6 ) • 
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SWEEP OFFSET (Hj): 


MANUAL 

SWEEP TIME (SEC): 

fSM 

SPECTRUM AMPLITUDE: 

--Vi— 

SWEEP WIDTH (HOT 
FITTER: fvl^T 


INTEGRAL AMPLITUDE: 

- - -\% - 

idddddI 

SPINNING RATE (RPS): 

tent division 

R f POWER LEVEL:_ 

.- 

(S) V . ariaI1 

analytic*! instrum 

! 

DATE,_ ~~} 8 l 

\/-n~ — 


PPM ( i I 4.0 
O □ ! SAMPIE: 


REMARKS: P ny^ J A I , (O 

— (3<l'l\ 

if (><11/8 7,0 

60 MKi NMR 



























sweep offser (iii): . .Q _ 

SPEC1RUM AMPLITUDE: ..1.0 _ 

INTEGRAL AMPLITLTPE: 

SPINNING RATE (RPS): . .^(p. . . 


varian 

■ naiyi.rjl ms:rument tfrvia 


SWEEP TIME (SEC): >° [t‘K _ > 

SWEEP WIDTH (Hr)/ 

FILTER: 021110^0110] 

RF POWER LEVEL: _ . 0.0 - - 


PPM ( 1 | 

auio □; 
(iso) ; 
(soo) ; 

( 2 ) ! 

(.05) . : 


£*t" 073037 l 


REMARKS ^AAX<X^\X~ 

to* 


E=- iJj'/llT) - OPERATOR: _ XiJ$JL _ -£DJ&) _ 


60 MHz NMR 
_SPECTRUM NO. 
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Sample description to accompany samples 77-32-701/706. 

One clear plastic b. 1 ~r, identified "77-32-701/706 7-28-77 PW" and PDA 
sealed "77-32-701/706 7-28-77 Patricia A. Williams" containing 6 bottles 
individually identified: 1) "77-32-701 7-27-77 PW 20 tablets"^) "77-32-702 
7-27-77 PW 4 tablets" 3) "77-32-703 7-27-77 PW 20 capsules" 4) "77-32-704 
7-27-77 PW 20 tablets" 5) "77-32-705 7-27-77 PW 15 tablets" 6) "77-32-706 
7-27-77 PW 1 tablet". 



